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Good Hunting, Comrades! 
Fee-Based Hunting in the Depopulated Borderlands 
of Eastern Bohemia Under the Socialist Dictatorship

Hana KNOLLOVÁ

This article describes the practice of exclusive, fee-based hunting that took place in the 
former Czechoslovakia during the second half of the 20th century as part of international 
tourism activities against the backdrop of the Iron Curtain. Using a micro-historical ap-
proach to examine a lesser-known place in eastern Bohemia as an example, the author 
offers insights into hunting discourse and its transformation. The study analyses various 
modes of hunting activities under the socialist dictatorship, including specific commercial 
activities – such as fee-based hunting for foreign tourists – which in many respects stood 
out from the ideological frameworks and normative rules of the time, thereby highlighting 
the multifaceted levels of East-West relations during the Cold War era. Additionally, it 
provides insight into the depopulated borderland area, which underwent a fundamental 
socio-cultural transformation following the violent expulsion of the native German popu-
lation after World War II and the rise of the communist dictatorship in 1948. Through 
a  case study of a  small, unfamiliar locality and the lives of ordinary people, the paper 
examines the transformation of hunting traditions and the hunters’ community during the 
era of the Czechoslovak Communist Party’s rule, while also providing a closer look at ev-
eryday life in a depopulated area shaped by various individual strategies and experiences.
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Introduction

This paper is based on recent research in the eastern Bohemian border 
area of Orlické Záhoří (the Upper Eagle Highlands) and its surround-
ings.1 This is a  rural area in the foothills of Orlické hory (the Eagle 

1	 This output was created as part of the Specific University Research project 
– 260849/260850. The presented study is based on the issues addressed in the 
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Mountains),2 on the border between Czechia and Poland. I will focus in 
detail on the formerly independent municipality of Black Water (Černá 
Voda), which belonged to the region known as Sudetenland, an area of 
the former Czechoslovakia that was predominantly inhabited by the au-
tochthonous German ethnic group until 1945.3 Based on the Munich 
Agreement concluded between Nazi Germany, Great Britain, France, 
and Italy in 1938, the Sudetenland and its inhabitants became part of 
Hitler’s German Reich.4 As a result of subsequent post-war restrictions 
and the new arrangement of the Czechoslovak state, legislative meas-
ures5 were implemented on the basis of which the original German in-

diploma thesis, see HANA KNOLLOVÁ, Černovodské halali: Lov jako volnočasová 
aktivita v Československu v letech 1960–1989 na příkladu fungování bývalé lovecké 
usedlosti v Černé Vodě [The Černá Voda Halali: Hunting as a Leisure Activity in 
Czechoslovakia in 1960–1989 on the Example of a Former Hunting Estate in Černá 
Voda], Charles University, Faculty of Humanities, Prague 2024 (MA thesis). 

2	 Established English exonyms are used for major natural features such as moun-
tain ranges and rivers, whereas locally specific regional designations are retained 
in Czech and explained at first mention to preserve their historical and cultural 
specificity.

3	 The 1921 census gives the following figures for the area of today’s Orlické Záhoří, 
which included the independent municipalities of Friedrichswald/Bedřichovka, 
Schwarzwasser/Voda Černá, Kronstadt/Kunštát, Kerndorf/Jadrná, Grünborn/
Zelenka, and Trčkov/Trtschkadorf, which had a  population of 2,449, of which 
2,336 were of German nationality (95.4%), 40 were of Czechoslovak nationality 
(1.6%), and 70 were foreigners (3% of the total population), see: Statistický lexikon 
obcí v Čechách : Úřední seznam míst podle zákona ze dne 14. dubna 1920) [Statistical 
Lexicon of Municipalities in Bohemia: Official List of Localities Pursuant to the 
Act of April 14, 1920], Prague 1923, pp. 124, 129, 130.

4	 For more on this issue, see HANS LEMBERG, „München 1938“ und die lang-
fristigen Folgen für das Verhältnis zwischen Tschechen und Deutsch [“Munich 1938” 
and the Long-Term Consequences for Relations Between Czechs and Germans], 
in: Jörg K. Hoensch, Hans Lemberg, Begegnung und Konflikt, pp. 103–118, Es-
sen 2001, Mnichovská dohoda [The Munich Agreement], (ed.) JAN NĚMEČEK, 
Prague 2004.

5	 For more on the legal interpretation of the decrees of the former Czechoslovak Pres-
ident Edvard Beneš, see, for example: DRAHOMÍRA PALEČKOVÁ, O konfiskaci 
nepřátelského majetku podle presidenta republiky ze dne 25. října 1945 čís. 108 Sb. [On 
the Confiscation of Enemy Property, pursuant to Presidential Decree No. 108 of 
October 25, 1945], Prague 1946. The issue of the legal consequences and overall 
context of the forced displacement of the German population is addressed in the 
works of German historian Detlef Brandes, see DETLEF BRANDES, Der Weg 
zur Vertreibung 1938–1945. Pläne und Entscheidungen zum „Transfer“ der Deut-
schen aus der Tschechoslowakei und aus Polen [The Road to Expulsion, 1938–1945: 
Plans and Decisions Regarding the “Transfer” of Germans from Czechoslovakia 
and Poland],  Munich 2001. On the issue of ethnic determination of civil rights 
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habitants of the Sudetenland were deprived of their civil and property 
rights and expelled from their homes.6 After the expulsion of the Ger-
man population, the affected areas remained seriously affected for a long 
time.7 Although the former Czechoslovak government sought to resettle 
the depopulated areas and attracted newcomers with campaigns offering 
housing, employment, and a range of other benefits,8 permanent resettle-
ment was not successful. The geographical, economic, and sociocultural 
space of the affected areas was completely transformed.9 The further de-
velopment of the displaced localities in the former Czechoslovakia in the 
second half of the 20th century was also significantly influenced by the 
change in the country’s political system and the rise of communist power 
in 1948. The newly established socialist dictatorship10 was accompanied 

and freedom, see JAKUB RÁKOSNÍK, MATĚJ SPURNÝ, JIŘÍ ŠTAIF, Milníky 
moderních českých dějin: Krize konsenzu a legitimity v letech 1848–1989 [Milestones 
in Modern Czech History: The Crisis of Consensus and Legitimacy, 1848–1989], 
Prague 2018, pp. 167–210.

6	 The expulsion and transfer of German citizens from the former Czechoslovakia was 
accompanied by brutality, numerous acts of violence, and injustices that had a pro-
found impact on many individuals and their future lives. This period, and the events 
associated with it, are one of the traumatic events in Czech history, which for a long 
time were deliberately distorted and downplayed not only in public discourse 
but also in the field of historiography. With the change in the political climate in 
Czechoslovakia after 1989, new information gradually began to enter the public 
sphere through the memories of eyewitnesses, filmography, memoirs, and fiction, 
but also through scholarly works that have contributed significantly to shedding 
light on this issue and changing its perception. See JIŘÍ PEŠEK, Setkávání s Klio: 
studie z dějin dějepisectví [Encounters with Clio: A Study in the History of His-
toriography], Prague 2014; TOMÁŠ STANĚK, Vertreibung und Aussiedlung der 
Deutschen aus der Tschechoslowakei 1945–1948, in: Begegnung und Konflikt, (eds.) 
Jörg K. Hoensch, Hans Lemberg, Essen 2001, pp. 207–230. 

7	 See, for example PAVLÍNA NETRDOVÁ, MATĚJ KORČÁK, VOJTĚCH NO-
SEK, Measuring and mapping the existence of phantom borders at a local scale: example 
of Sudetenland in Czechia, Journal of Maps 28/2004, no. 1.

8	 ANDREAS WIEDEMANN, Komm mit uns das Grenzland aufbauen!: Ansiedlung 
und neue Strukturen in den ehemaligen Sudetengebieten 1945–1952 (Veröffentlichun-
gen zur Kultur und Geschichte im östlichen Europa), Essen 2017. 

9	 Many authors and projects focus on extinct places in the former Sudetenland, see 
www.antikomplex.cz; www.zivehory.cz; www.pametkrkonos.cz; JIŘÍ PADE-
VĚT, Zaniklé obce: katalog sídel zaniklých nebo částečně zaniklých od roku 1945 na 
území dnešní České republiky [Extinct Municipalities: A  Catalog of Settlements 
That Have Disappeared or Partially Disappeared Since 1945 in the Territory of the 
Present-Day Czech Republic], Prague 2025.

10	 By “socialist dictatorship,” I refer to the monopolisation of political power by the 
Communist Party and its penetration into social, economic, and symbolic domains. 

http://www.antikomplex.cz
http://www.zivehory.cz/
http://www.pametkrkonos.cz
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by the confiscation of private property, state control of the economy, 
collectivisation of agriculture, restrictions on civil rights and freedoms, 
closure of state borders, and a ban on cross-border movement without 
permission from state authorities, as well as a whole range of other re-
strictions and persecutions.

In this paper, the focus is on the 1960s, when, after several years of 
silence, further state-controlled activities appeared to “utilise” sparsely 
populated areas and state property confiscated from German citizens 
after the war, or from citizens of Czechoslovakia as part of politically 
motivated persecutions.11 Among the newly launched projects were 
exclusive, fee-based trophy hunting trips designed exclusively for for-
eign clients from Western countries. One of the places where these ac-
tivities took place was the former hunting lodge in our research area of 
Černá Voda (locally known as Zámeček).12 The aim is to examine more 
closely the recontextualisation of activities associated with hunting tra-
ditions, which, for a long time, had been the preserve of the aristocracy 
and the social upper classes. The study explores how hunting became 
a commercial activity that transcended the Iron Curtain, as well as the 
various forms it assumed, and the practices associated with it under the 
communist regime. By selecting a small, relatively unknown region and 
the individuals involved in fee-based trophy hunting, this research fo-
cuses on details related to the organisation and conduct of hunts in a de-
populated border region. Concurrently, it examines how these practices 
intertwined with individual strategies for daily life under the socialist 
dictatorship, with the aim of capturing in as much detail as possible the 
specific conditions and forms of life in the studied area. These findings are 
contextualised within the broader aspects of the social and cultural envi-

See RADEK BUBEN et al, Diktatura a autoritářské režimy [Dictatorships and Au-
thoritarian Regimes], in: Koncepty a dějiny. Proměny pojmů v současné historické 
vědě [Concepts and History: The Transformation of Concepts in Contemporary 
Historical Science], (ed.) Lucie Storchová, Prague 2014, pp. 281–307. 

11	 J. RÁKOSNÍK, M. SPURNÝ, J. ŠTAIF, Milníky moderních českých dějin, pp. 167–
210. 

12	 Zámeček (literally “small château”) denotes a small aristocratic hunting lodge and 
functions locally as a well-established place name with a specific historical connota-
tion. This is a local name/designation used by narrators, known among local people 
and also found in some archival sources from that period. (e.g. Státní oblastní archiv 
[State Regional Archives] (SOA) Hradec Králové, NAD 458, Krajská správa lesů 
Hradec Králové [Regional Forest Administration], Obnovení a doplnění loveckých chat 
[Renovation and Expansion of Hunting Cabins], 3 January 1957).



1 (2026)  History – Theory – Criticism | 77

Good Hunting, Comrades! Fee-Based Hunting in the Depopulated Borderlands | H. KNOLLOVÁ

ronment of former Czechoslovakia, particularly in post-displaced areas,13 
where a German-speaking minority had originally lived. To provide the 
necessary context for the period under review, the paper outlines the 
changes in hunting traditions in Bohemia, not only in the second half of 
the 20th century, but also in the preceding period.

Theory and Methodology

The proposed interpretation draws on epistemological principles and 
concepts from historical anthropology and microhistory,14 which aim to 
examine individual actors’ strategies and experiences,15 ordinary excep-
tions,16 and seemingly insignificant details in the functioning of social 
systems. These elements highlight “gaps” through which diverse indi-
vidual microscapes can be observed, while simultaneously connecting 
phenomena that were widespread during the specified period. Further-
more, this research is informed by socio-cultural anthropological theo-
ries focusing on place and space, alongside their interconnection with 
materiality, landscape, and society. A  significant component of the 
methodological framework is the post-positivist oral history approach. 
Rather than viewing oral historical evidence as a mere presentation of 
objective facts, this approach examines its meanings in relation to the 
social, cultural, and power factors that contributed to the formation of 
the narrator’s subjective positionality, from which the form of the testi-
mony derives.17 Approaches based on the postmodern turn in oral histo-

13	 KAROLINA ĆWIEK-ROGALSKA, MICHAL KORHEL, Presenting and Expe-
riencing History in Post-Displacement Regions: Editorial, Sprawy Narodowościowe. 
Seria nowa 2025, no. 56.

14	 GIOVANNI LEVI, On Microhistory, in: New Perspectives of Historical Writing, (ed.) 
Peter Burke, Oxford 1991, pp. 93–113.

15	 RICHARD VAN DÜLMEN, Historische Anthropologie: Entwicklung, Probleme, 
Aufgaben, Köln–Weimar–Wien 2010; A  Conversation between Lynn Hunt and 
Jacques Revel, The Newsmagazine of the American Historical Association, Per-
spectives on History, on-line, https://www.historians.org/perspectives-article/
history-past-present-and-future-a-conversation-between-lynn-hunt-and-jacques-
revel-december-2012/, 2012.

16	 GIOVANNI LEVI, Inheriting Power: the Story of an Exorcist, Chicago–London 
1988; CARLO GINZBURG, The Cheese and the Worms: the Cosmos of a Sixteenth-
Century Miller: with a new preface, Baltimore 2013.

17	 More on post-positivist approaches in oral history, see: LYNN ABRAMS, Oral His-
tory Theory, 2nd Edition, London–New York 2016; ALESSANDRO PORTELLI, 

https://www.historians.org/perspectives-article/history-past-present-and-future-a-conversation-between-lynn-hunt-and-jacques-revel-december-2012/
https://www.historians.org/perspectives-article/history-past-present-and-future-a-conversation-between-lynn-hunt-and-jacques-revel-december-2012/
https://www.historians.org/perspectives-article/history-past-present-and-future-a-conversation-between-lynn-hunt-and-jacques-revel-december-2012/
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ry examine narrators’ statements within a much broader context. They 
utilise aspects of forgetting, inaccuracy, and variability in interviews as 
further stimuli for an in-depth critical analysis of memories, attitudes, 
feelings, and their representations. This offers further perspectives for 
interpreting lived experiences, whilst also enhancing the understanding 
of both the world and oneself. These frameworks provide a highly val-
uable complementary resource to the other written and visual historical 
sources under analysis. This study is based on interviews with narrators 
who primarily recalled their experiences relating to the period between 
1955 and 1990.18 Combined with research from archival sources, their 
analysis sheds light on specific phenomena of the era as well as everyday 
life, reflecting both the lived experiences of individuals and the power 
strategies of the totalitarian state during the Cold War.

Hunting Tradition in the Bohemian Lands Between 1918 
and 1948 

At the beginning of the 20th century, hunting discourse encompassed 
not only leisure activities (hunting as a way of spending free time), but 
also professional (related to the practice of a profession), commercial (for 
the purpose of acquiring economic capital), and social (contributing to 
the accumulation of symbolic capital) activities. In addition to hunting 
itself, it also included activities related to wildlife management, the es-
tablishment of game reservations and other areas for breeding animals,19 

The Death of Luigi Trastulli, and Other Stories: Form and Meaning in Oral History, 
Albany 1991.

18	 The study is based on 12 interviews with narrators, conducted between 2021 and 
2025. While some narrators were born in the researched area and continue to live 
and work there, others spent their leisure time in the locality, or associate the area 
exclusively with hunting. Each participant possesses distinct experiences and per-
sonal histories. Some of the narrators were known to the researcher personally prior 
to the study, whereas others were met for the first time during the interviewing 
process. The interviews were recorded either in a domestic environment or directly 
in the field in Černá Voda, which in some cases included ethnographic walks. The 
names of all narrators have been pseudonymised.

19	 PETR ŠEPLAVÝ, JAROSLAV RŮŽIČKA, JIŘÍ PONDĚLÍČEK, Myslivost 
v České republice [Wildlife management in the Czech Republic], Prague 2018.
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and the development of education and professionalisation in the field.20 
In the interwar period of Czechoslovakia, regulations and previous le-
gal measures from the Austro-Hungarian monarchy based on land own-
ership rights were important for the development of hunting, defining, 
among other things, who could participate in hunting.21 Only owners and 
tenants of hunting grounds and their guests accompanied by certified 
hunting staff were allowed to hunt. Despite these limitations, hunting 
activities began to spread beyond aristocratic domains, and so-called 
communal hunting grounds began to be established, created by linking 
together several owners of smaller plots of land. Hunting permits were 
dependent on the minimum size of the land owned, which, according 
to some authors, prevented the mass slaughter of wild animals,22 but was 
mainly another limitation tied to economic capital. The hunting process 
itself always had very strict rules and a hierarchy that reflected the so-
cial stratification of society at that time. Following Benedict Anderson’s 
thesis on imagined communities,23 we can consider the hunting commu-
nity, which had relatively clear characteristics, a hierarchy, with its own 
customs, traditions, and rituals reproduced through the performativity of 
individual actors. It also had elements of national emancipation, which 
were later overshadowed by ideological aspects. During World War II, 
when the Czech lands (as the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia) fell 
under the administration of Nazi Germany, compulsory membership in 

20	 The first Czech forestry colleges were also established in the second half of the 
19th century. See, for example, the history of the original Higher Forestry College 
in Písek (https://www.lespi.cz/o-skole/historie.html), the original Higher Forestry 
School in Hranice (https://www.slshranice.cz/o-nas/nase-historie/), or the for-
mer Forestry Institute in Bělá pod Bezdězem (https://www.clatrutnov.cz/skola/
historie/32-historie-trutnov). 

21	 Only the following persons were allowed to participate in hunting: a) owners of 
land with a specified minimum area (known as hunting lords), b) tenants of land 
(known as communal hunting tenants), c) hunters in the service of hunting lords, 
and d) persons invited to hunt. At the same time, in order to engage in hunting, it 
was necessary to possess a so-called hunting license, which could only be obtained 
by holders of firearms licenses and adult citizens with a clean criminal record (§24, 
Act No. 49/1866). In addition to these conditions, it was not possible to issue hunt-
ing permits to, for example, “workers employed on a daily or weekly wage basis”. 
(§28, Act No. 49/1866).

22	 JULIUS KOMÁREK, Myslivost v  českých zemích [Wildlife management in the 
Czech lands], Prague 1945.

23	 BENEDICT ANDERSON, Imagined communities: reflections on the origin and 
spread of nationalism, London–New York 2006.

https://www.lespi.cz/o-skole/historie.html
https://www.slshranice.cz/o-nas/nase-historie/
https://www.clatrutnov.cz/skola/historie/32-historie-trutnov
https://www.clatrutnov.cz/skola/historie/32-historie-trutnov


80 | Dějiny – teorie – kritika  1 (2026)

STUDIE A ESEJE | STUDIES AND ESSAYS

a hunting organisation was introduced, which remained in effect even af-
ter the end of the war.24 In 1947, a legal measure was passed25 that clearly 
defined the new characteristics of hunting associations and determined 
the mandatory composition of their members: 

“Only holders of hunting licenses may be members of a hunting association, and 
the majority of the association’s members must be peasants, workers, agricultural 
and forestry employees, and members of other working classes in urban and rural 
areas.”26 

As can be seen above, new actors began to enter the hunting communi-
ty even before the communist takeover in 1948, but significant changes 
took place afterwards. 

Changes in the Hunting Community After 1948

Fundamental changes in the form and practices associated with hunting 
occurred in connection with the new political order in Czechoslovakia 
and the rise of communist power in 1948.27 Legal regulations concerning 
property ownership and the subsequent widespread confiscations, which 
were legitimised by the need to ensure national and social security in the 
newly established socialist state, were crucial for the further develop-
ment of the hunting discourse.28 The land was owned only by state in-
stitutions (Czechoslovak State Forests, Czechoslovak State Farms, Uni-
fied State Agricultural Cooperatives), and hunting rights were exercised 
by state hunting associations.29 An important aspect accompanying the 

24	 P. ŠEPLAVÝ, J. RŮŽIČKA, J. PONDĚLÍČEK, Myslivost v České republice, p. 7.
25	 Czechoslovak Hunting Act No. 225/1947.
26	 §21 of Czechoslovak Law No. 225/1947.
27	 On the issue of the communist takeover in Czechoslovakia, see TOMÁŠ DVOŘÁK, 

ARTHUR BRUNNHART, Der Einzug des Kommunismus in die Tschechoslowakei 
1948 im mitteleuropäischen Kontext, in: Löwe und Adler: Aspekte der böhmischen 
und mährischen Geschichte im europäischen Kontext, (ed.) Arthur Brunhart, 
Zürich 2023, pp. 121–133, 169–170. 

28	 For more on the changes and transformations of society and the state in Czecho-
slovakia after the revolution in February 1948, see J. RÁKOSNÍK, M. SPURNÝ, 
J. ŠTAIF, Milníky moderních českých dějin, pp. 167–210. 

29	 Land was owned only by state institutions (Czechoslovak State Forests, Czecho-
slovak State Farms, Unified Agricultural Cooperatives) and hunting rights were 
exercised by hunting associations (Amendment to Act No. 23/1962 Coll.). Act 
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transformation of the hunting community was also the issue of gun own-
ership. There was a systematic re-evaluation of gun licenses (including 
hunting licenses), and many were revoked (or denied) for political rea-
sons. The most frequently cited reason for revoking or denying a permit 
was the “national and state unreliability” of the holders/applicants, an 
ambiguous interpretation that was used expediently by the authorities as 
needed.30 The newly established power of the socialist dictatorship thus 
significantly influenced the formation of the forms and practices of the 
hunting community in the second half of the 20th century. 

The community was based on people for whom hunting was a pro-
fession, who had the necessary education and qualifications, as was the 
case in the pre-war period. However, a significant change was the uni-
fied administration and management, which fell under the jurisdiction 
of the state-owned enterprise Czechoslovak State Forests. In addition 
to the hunting profession, a  new phenomenon began to emerge after 
1948 – folk hunting. A whole range of folk hunting organisations began 
to spring up in villages, suburbs, and even in companies and factories.31 
These people also had to comply with certain basic rules, but essentially 
all they had to do was become a member of a hunting organisation, pay 
a small membership fee, and obtain a hunting license, which also entitled 
them to possess a hunting weapon. Thanks to the spread of the phenom-
enon of folk hunting, almost anyone could hunt, and membership in this 
category was not dependent on the amount of economic capital. Hunt-
ing as a leisure activity for the general public was strongly supported by 
government authorities, and obtaining a hunting license was not difficult 
– provided that the applicant had “the right personnel profile,” which 
was again exploited for specific purposes.32 Despite the support for folk 
hunting, its “folksiness” apparently had its limits. The following passage 

No. 46/1948 Coll. defining the permanent regulation of ownership of agricultural 
and forest land was fundamental.

30	 Státní okresní archiv [State District Archives] (SOkA) Hradec Králové, NAD 2073, 
Jednotný národní výbor [Unified National Commitee] (JNV) Hradec Králové, inv. 
no. 487, Honitební lístky [Hunting permits], 14 August 1945.

31	 SOkA Hradec Králové, JNV Hradec Králové, inv. no. 487, Seznam lidových 
mysliveckých organizací [List of People’s Hunting Organisations].

32	 Document on the refusal of a gun license due to the applicant’s unreliability to the 
state. SOkA Hradec Králové, JNV Hradec Králové, inv. no. 487, Místní národní 
výbor [Local National Committee] (MNV) Libčany, 2 January 1954.
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shows an effort to set rules, for the style of hunting participants’ clothing, 
for example.

“It is not appropriate for someone to come to a hunt wearing, for example, a railway 
or similar uniform, a dark or light suit, shiny black rubber boots, a windbreaker, 
a brightly coloured jacket, or sweatpants. When such ‘hunter wannabes’ wear caps, 
berets, caps with visors (except for foresters), or motorcycle helmets, they look 
quite ridiculous among the others when they arrive at the hunt. No one should be 
surprised if the gamekeeper sends such people home to change or simply does not 
assign them a place at the hunt.”33

Based on interviews with narrators, it can be assumed that the quote 
above from contemporary literature accurately reflects the frequent 
problems that “folk hunters” often faced. Suitable clothing and equip-
ment for hunting activities were very difficult to obtain through official 
channels in socialist Czechoslovakia. There were shops selling hunting 
equipment, but their supplies were insufficient, and without the right 
contacts and the possibility of offering reciprocal services, few people 
were able to buy what they needed. Therefore, work clothes were often 
used for hunting, or clothing intended for employees of the Czechoslo-
vak State Forests, military and security forces, etc. was purchased on 
the black market.34 Some customs during the hunt itself, based on his-
torical traditions, were preserved, but with different connotations (e.g. 
the hunt was opened and closed by the so-called hunting supervisor, not 
the owner of the estate, etc.) and resembled more a military organisation 
and hierarchy based on ranks.35 A new system emerged, based on the 
original customs and traditions shaped by the upper social class, which 
had a different perception of the social world and its stratification, but 
which was adapted to the conditions of an “egalitarian society”. The 
popularisation of hunting and the behaviour of those involved in it can be 
understood as the result of a fusion of elements of high and folk culture: 
as aristocratic and bourgeois traditions in folk guise. We can also under-
stand them as habitual practices in the Bourdieuian sense of the word,36 
which were typical for members of folk hunting organisations during the 
socialist dictatorship. 

33	 See contemporary literature, e.g. JAROMÍR KOVAŘÍK, MILAN VACH, Mysli-
vecké zvyky a tradice [Hunting Customs and Traditions], Prague 1973, pp. 31–32.

34	 Interview with D. N., 14 May 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová. 
35	 Interview with V. L., 12 March 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
36	 PIERRE BOURDIEU, The Logic of Practice, Cambridge 1990.
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The counterpart to folk hunting was so-called comrade hunting. This 
practice entailed the harvesting of highly valued trophy game in exclusive 
locations accessible only to members of society possessing high symbolic 
capital. Eligibility for membership in this group depended primarily on 
the amount of symbolic capital, and participation in its activities simul-
taneously contributed to its accumulation. During the selected period of 
socialist dictatorship, this mainly concerned representatives of the rul-
ing authorities – Communist Party officials, their friends, colleagues, and 
supporters.37 Interviews with narrators reveal that this was a privileged 
group within the hunting community, but one that did not earn much 
respect and was seen more as a “political necessity”. These types of hunts 
were often associated more with lavish feasts and alcohol consumption 
than with hunting itself.38

“[…] I had the chance to meet him [the politician at the time] a few times, for ex-
ample during a government duck hunt in Bědovice – he was there. He also used to 
go to Zaječiny – he had the strongest mouflon of that era. He always turned into 
a hunter […] and he said that hunting appealed to him simply because he got to 
meet all sorts of people, that it was more or less a social affair, you know, that it 
wasn’t really a hobby for him.”39

Here, again, we can observe specific practices containing the dichoto-
my of the folk and the privileged, the official and the hidden, but also 
many paradoxes that deviated from the strict framework of communist 
ideology. These include imitating the practices of the upper classes, us-
ing their confiscated estates and property, as well as gaining access to 
luxury goods that were not commonly available in the country or the ap-
plication of specific rules and limits (not only) for trophy hunting,40 etc., 

37	 Hunting, as a privileged activity for communist officials but also as a means of ac-
quiring symbolic capital and higher social status, was widely practiced not only in 
Czechoslovakia but also in other countries of the former Eastern Bloc. See, for ex-
ample, TATYANA BAKHMETYEVA, Diplomacy in the Woods: Nature, Hunting, 
Masculinity, and Soviet Diplomacy under N.S. Khrushchev,  Diplomatica  4/2022, 
no. 2, pp. 269–305; GYÖRGY MAJTÉNYI, Between Tradition and Change: Hunt-
ing as Metaphor and Symbol in State Socialist Hungary, Cultural and Social Histo-
ry 13/2016, no. 2, pp. 231–248.

38	 Interview with L. P., 14 June 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová. 
39	 Interview with V. L., 12 March 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
40	 An example of this is the list of game caught by a select hunting enthusiast from 

among the nomenklatura cadres, who caught 16 deer, 39 roe deer, 3 mouflons, and 
two wild boars in a single year, without paying any fees. VLADIMÍR PAULIŠTA, 
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elements that were considered “bourgeois relics” and at least despicable 
in the official political discourse of the time.

Another form of hunting was fee-based trophy hunting, which, during 
the socialist dictatorship, involved foreign guests, mainly from Western 
countries, who paid for the game they hunted in foreign currency. Fee-
based hunting trips for Western tourists were an officially supported ac-
tivity and trend in other former Eastern Bloc countries. They were not 
viewed as an ideological issue, but – along with the provision of other spe-
cialised services and luxury goods (which were not generally available) – 
were intended to serve as a demonstration of the country’s achievements 
to the Western world and, at the same time, as a commercial commod-
ity. In the context of socialist Czechoslovakia, this was a specific form 
of foreign tourism, which was organised by the state-owned company 
Čedok.41 The implementation of fee-based hunting was based on coop-
eration between the hunting department of Čedok and individual for-
estry divisions of the Czechoslovak State Forests. Čedok had contracts 
with foreign agencies in various countries, which offered hunting trips in 
Czechoslovakia for their customers.42 Individual hunting organisations of 
the Czechoslovak State Forests provided Čedok with an offer and price 
list of available wild game, which included the price per kill and a point 
system for trophy game.43 Čedok provided a whole package of services, 

Lovecký průvodce vzpomíná [The Hunter’s Guide Recalls], Prague 1996, pp. 128–
129. 

41	 More information on travel and tourism in socialist Czechoslovakia can be found, 
for instance, in Turistická odysea: krajinou soudobých dějin cestování a cestovního ru-
chu v Československu v letech 1945 až 1989 [A Tourist Odyssey: A Journey Through 
the Landscape of Contemporary Travel and Tourism History in Czechoslovakia, 
1945–1989], (eds.) PAVEL MÜCKE, LENKA KRÁTKÁ, Prague 2018, p. 264; 
PAVEL MÜCKE, Šťastnou cestu…?! Proměny politik cestování a  cestovního ruchu 
v  Československu za časů studené války (1945–1989) [Have a  nice trip…?! The 
Evolution of Travel and Tourism Policies in Czechoslovakia During the Cold War 
(1945–1989)], Prague 2017, pp. 175–176.

42	 For more information on organising hunting trips for foreign guests and the so-
called “Čedok hunters,” see, for example, Průvodce kulturním děním a  životním 
stylem v českých zemích 1948–1967 [A Guide to Cultural Events and Lifestyle in 
the Czech Lands, 1948–1967], (eds.) JIŘÍ KNAPÍK, MARTIN FRANC, Prague 
2011, pp. 195–196.

43	 For example, in 1968, the cost of shooting a deer was around $150, which included 
the price of the trophy, and the total price could be as high as around $1,600. An 
exceptional deer with highly prized antlers cost $12,225, which was 195,000 CZK. 
VLADIMÍR PAULIŠTA, Lovecký průvodce vypravuje [The Hunter’s Guide Tells 
the Story], Prague 1975, p. 65. 
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including visas and other necessary documents, without which it was 
impossible for tourists to stay. It also provided a range of other services, 
such as personal interpreters and, in some cases, hunting guides, whose 
participation was essentially mandatory for paid game hunting.44 Offers 
of locations suitable for hunting by area and type of game were prepared 
for Čedok by the state-owned company Czechoslovak State Forests and 
its individual forest district offices, whose employees arranged the hunt-
ing and provided expert guides, suitable accommodation, meals, and 
other related services. To a large extent, properties confiscated in 1948 
were used, such as the Zámeček in Černá Voda. The offer of fee-based 
game hunting in Czechoslovakia was aimed primarily at Western Eu-
rope, and the most frequent guests were tourists from Germany, Aus-
tria, Switzerland, but also from France, Belgium, and, more rarely, from 
Great Britain, the USA, and other countries45 behind the Iron Curtain.46 

An example of how this system worked is the cooperation between 
Čedok and the French agency ORCHAPE, which was an important 
partner of Čedok’s hunting department from the mid-1960s and on-
wards.47 The system of fee-based hunting for foreign hunters was not as 
marginal an issue as it might seem at first glance. Through ORCHAPE 
alone, 2,000 guests reportedly came to Czechoslovakia for hunting trips 
each year.48 According to official data provided by Čedok and published 
in contemporary academic literature, revenues from fee-based hunting 
amounted to 10,060,000 Czechoslovak crowns in 1966.49 Revenues 
from the sale of hunting permits were a significant source of foreign ex-
change earnings and were linked to a whole range of related services and 

44	 Interviews with L. P., 14 June 2023; J. D., 5 April 2024 and V. L., 12 March 2024, 
conducted by Hana Knollová.

45	 V. PAULIŠTA, Lovecký průvodce vzpomíná, pp. 162–164; interviews with L. P., 
14 June 2023; V. L., 12 March 2024; P. Z., 17 March 2024; J. D., 5 April 2024 and 
D. N., 14 May 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.

46	 For an international perspective on tourism between the countries of the “Eastern 
Bloc” and the “West” during the Cold War, see, for instance, SUNE BECHMAN 
PEDERSEN, CHRISTIAN NOACK, Tourism and travel during the Cold War, 
London–New York 2019. 

47	 Vladimír Paulišta worked for ORCHAPE from 1967 as a hunting guide accompa-
nying French hunting tourists, initially only to Czechoslovakia, and later to other 
countries as well. V. PAULIŠTA, Lovecký průvodce vzpomíná, pp. 5–6. 

48	 V. PAULIŠTA, Lovecký průvodce vypravuje, p. 162.
49	 VÍTĚZSLAV ZÁSMĚTA, Ekonomika československé myslivosti [The Economics 

of Czechoslovak Hunting], Prague 1968, p. 47.
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products, which generated additional income for the state (accommoda-
tion and catering services, hunting ammunition, processing of skins and 
trophies, etc.).50 

Guests on paid hunts were another group that formed part of the di-
verse hunting community in the second half of the 20th century. They 
give us an insight into life under the socialist dictatorship, which, despite 
the ubiquitous ideological propaganda contributing to the bipolarisation 
of the world at that time, provided space for a number of specific ac-
tivities that were in direct conflict with this ideology and its fundamen-
tal values. However, the different social status and the requirements it 
entailed were not problematic, and people were able to adapt to them 
well. It was not unusual for foreign hunting guests and their guides from 
the ranks of Czechoslovak State Forest employees to become friends 
and meet regularly,51 sometimes even being allowed to visit each other 
abroad.52 It is also important to mention that the changes in the hunting 
community and re-framed traditions had a significant environmental im-
pact, which is a very complex topic not covered in this study. 

From Post-War Discontinuity to Socialist Reality:  
Černá Voda in Transition

Černá Voda in eastern Bohemia, now part of the Orlické Záhoří mu-
nicipality, was originally an independent village that was established as 
part of the timber colonisation of the Eagle Mountains (Orlické hory) 
and foothills, and the subsequent settlement of the valley along the Wild 
Eagle River (Divoká Orlice) in the middle of the 18th century. The in-
dependent municipality of Černá Voda, known until 1920 by its German 
name, Schwarzwasser, was located on the border with Silesian Prussia,53 

50	 The issue of exporting wildlife and game abroad, which in socialist Czechoslovakia 
fell under the jurisdiction of the state-owned company Interlov, would be a sepa-
rate chapter, but this is a very extensive issue that I will not address in detail in this 
work.

51	 Interview with L. P., 14 June 2023 and 21 March 2024, conducted by Hana Knol
lová.

52	 Interview with J. D., 5 April 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
53	 Today’s Polish territory bordering Czechia in the Orlické Záhoří region and its sur-

roundings was part of Silesian Prussia from 1742, later Germany (until 1945). As 
part of the post-war settlement of Europe after 1945, this part of the border region 
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and, until the end of World War II, the majority of its population was 
German speaking.54 People here cultivated deforested areas and grew 
more resistant crops, mainly potatoes, oats, and flax.55 There were sev-
eral smaller industrial sites in the surrounding area where the people of 
Černá Voda could also find work,56 but the most important sources of 
livelihood for the local population were agriculture, small-scale crafts, 
and, above all, forestry. A large part of the local population worked in 
the forest – men harvested and processed wood, while women and chil-
dren were hired to clean the forest or plant new trees.57 The local people 
mostly lived in wooden or semi-timber houses, and the village amenities 
included a chapel and a school, a post office, two inns, several mills, and 
a hunting lodge.58 According to sources so far, the first mention of a hunt-
ing lodge in Černá Voda dates back to 1836, when it was apparently only 
a small building providing basic facilities for hunters and belonged to the 
Kolowrat Krakowský Liebsteinský family.59 The original house under-
went reconstruction in the 1860s to better suit the needs of its owners at 
the time. It also served as the administrative centre for the Černá Voda 

of Germany was assigned to Poland and the original inhabitants were forcibly dis-
placed from the area.

54	 In 1921, there were 80 houses (with 76 houses intended for residential purposes) 
and 344 inhabitants in Černá Voda (Schwarzwasser), of whom 339 were of German 
nationality and 5 were Czechoslovakian, all of the Roman Catholic faith.

55	 An interesting insight into the local economy, as well as local culture and folk cus-
toms, is recorded in a tourist guide from the 1880s. ADOLF ŠUBERT, FRAN-
TIŠEK ADOLF BOROVSKÝ, Čechy. Díl V. Hory Orlické [Bohemia. Par V. The 
Eagle Mountains], Prague 1883.

56	 Smaller businesses such as the brewery in what is now Bedřichovka/Friedrichswal-
de. VÁCLAV MARVAN, JOSEF PTÁČEK, JAROSLAV ŠŮLA, Zaniklý pivovar 
v  Bedřichovce [The Defunct Brewery in Bedřichovka], PN–Panorama 23/2015, 
pp.  79–91. Glassworks in present-day Lasówka/Kaiserswalde; the flax spinning 
mill and drying room were located in the area of today’s Poniatow/Peuker. RI-
CHARD NEUGEBAUER, Dějiny Neratova (Bärnwaldu): Od založení po zázrak 
[The History of Neratov (Bärnwald): From Its Founding to the Miracle], Opava 
2016.

57	 SOA Hradec Králové – archivní oddělení [Archive Department] AO Zámrsk, 
NAD 395,  Velkostatek [Estate] (Vs) Rychnov nad Kněžnou, Item no. 7, Pamětní 
kniha revíru Černá Voda [Memorial Book of the Černá Voda Hunting District], 
1936.

58	 Land Registry Office Rychnov nad Kněžnou, Katastrální kniha obce Schwarz
wasser/Černá Voda [Cadastral Register of the Municipality of Schwarzwasser-
Černá Voda].

59	 Das Königreich Böhmen [The Kingdom of Bohemia], 1836, p. 255.
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forest area, as forestry was one of the estate’s most important activities 
until its confiscation in 1948.60 Zámeček was a  frequently visited place 
for family members and their guests. Some went there to relax from the 
busy city environment, some found inspiration for their research, others 
found an opportunity to stop on their way to the nearby Prussian spa of 
Dušníky (Bad Reinerz),61 but most often people came to Černá Voda to 
hunt. Hunting was not only an individual leisure activity, but in the first 
half of the 20th century it was also used as a means of acquiring social 
capital,62 and guests were invited to hunt for this purpose.63 Zámeček and 
its world was a connecting element that played a significant role in shap-
ing the sociocultural space. The operation and administration of the local 
estate and forestry provided work and business opportunities for most of 
the local population, its owners contributed to the maintenance of im-
portant local transport infrastructure, and forest managers were part of 
the local social space. Zámeček, in the broadest sense of the word, was the 
main driving force behind everyday life in the area.

A fundamental change occurred after World War II, when, as part 
of post-war persecution, the state decided to expel the original inhabit-
ants who belonged to the German minority living in Czechoslovakia. 
In total, these actions affected more than 2.5 million people in Czechia, 
Moravia, and Slovakia.64 In a very tense atmosphere, often accompanied 
by brutality, violence, and many desperate acts, these inhabitants lost 
their homes and citizenship, and their property was confiscated by the 

60	 SOA Hradec Králové – AO Zámrsk, NAD 395, Vs Rychnov nad Kněžnou, Item 
no. 1366, Týdenní zprávy polesí Černá Voda [Weekly Reports of the Černá Voda 
Forest District], 1930–1948.

61	 Among the guests of the residence in Černá Voda were also well-known person-
alities from the cultural sphere of the then Czechoslovakia, such as opera singer 
Antonín Karas and geologist Cyril Purkyně. (SOA Hradec Králové – AO Zámrsk, 
NAD 395, Vs Rychnov nad Kněžnou, Item no. 7, Pamětní kniha revíru Černá Voda 
[Memorial Book of the Černá Voda Hunting District], 1919). 

62	 P. BOURDIEU, The Logic of Practice, pp. 112–132. 
63	 SOA Hradec Králové – AO Zámrsk, NAD 395, Vs Rychnov nad Kněžnou, Item 

no. 7, Pamětní kniha revíru Černá Voda [Memorial Book of the Černá Voda Hunt-
ing District], 1924.

64	 For details and numbers of German settlements in the border areas of Czechoslova-
kia, see Vysídlení Němců a proměny českého pohraničí 1945–1951, Díl I. Češi a Němci 
do roku 1945, Úvod k edici [The Expulsion of the Germans and the Transformation 
of the Czech Border Regions, 1945–1951, Volume I: Czechs and Germans Un-
til 1945, Introduction to the Series], (eds.) ADRIAN VON ARBURG, TOMÁŠ 
STANĚK, Středokluky 2010.
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Czechoslovak state.65 By the end of 1946, the vast majority of the origi-
nal inhabitants of Černá Voda and the surrounding villages had been dis-
placed.66 Social, economic, and cultural ties were destroyed, and life in 
the area changed.67 Resettlement was very complicated, and high levels 
of demographic fluctuation prevented the restoration of normal life in the 
region. Problems included inadequate infrastructure and the region’s iso-
lation from the Czech inland, minimal civic amenities, and rising levels 
of crime.68 After 1948 and the rise of socialist dictatorship in Czechoslo-
vakia, the region’s recovery efforts suffered further losses. Among other 
measures, the law on new land reform,69 which permanently changed 
the conditions of ownership of agricultural and forest land, was crucial 
for the further development of many areas of Czechoslovakia. This also 
affected the Kolowrat Krakowský Liebsteinsky family, whose property, 

65	 The last pre-war census from 1930 lists a total of 2,216 inhabitants in the area, of 
whom 2,062 were German, 65 Czechoslovak, and 89 other nationalities. The num-
bers include the original villages of Kronstadt, Grünborn, Kerndorf, and Schwarz-
wasser (Statistický lexikon obcí v zemi České [Statistical Lexicon of Municipali-
ties in the Czech Lands], 1934, p. 216, 397, 398, 399). The next census was not 
conducted until 1950, according to which there were only 236 inhabitants in the 
same area. Statistický lexikon obcí republiky Československé [Statistical Lexicon of 
Municipalities in the Czech Republic], 1955, p. 196.

66	 Precise lists of transported persons have not yet been fully compiled, as much of the 
material in local archives (Státní okresní archiv [State Regional Archives] (SOkA) 
in Rychnov nad Kněžnou) is missing and much of it is still not fully accessible. The 
information provided is based on the testimonies of narrators who personally come 
from the area or whose families do. (Interviews with H. B. 25 July 2025 and R. N. 
24 September 2025, conducted by H. Knollová) and from documents analysed in 
the SOkA Rychnov nad Kněžnou, the most comprehensive folder was NAD 967, 
Místní národní výbor [Local National Committee] (MNV) Orlické Záhoří, 1951–
1990. The search for complementary archival sources and their analysis is the sub-
ject of the author’s current research.

67	 At the beginning of the 1950s, 70 of the original 80 houses were still registered in 
Černá Voda, but there were only two permanent residents. At the beginning of the 
1970s, there were only two houses with four permanent residents. Data from the 
1970 census (Statistický lexikon obcí ČSSR [Statistical Lexicon of Municipalities 
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic], 1974, p. 356). There were more original 
buildings in the area, but they were no longer intended for permanent residence and 
are not included in the overview. In the Černá Voda area, there were approximately 
10 of the original 70 buildings, which were used by the state as temporary accom-
modation or for individual recreation (i.e. holiday cottages).

68	 SOkA Rychnov nad Kněžnou, NAD  967, MNV Orlické Záhoří, 9/34, MNV 
3  188, Zápis z  plén a  rad [Minutes of Plenary Sessions and Council Meetings], 
1945–1951.

69	 Act No. 46/1948 Coll. (Czech Republic).
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including forestry and Zámeček in Černá Voda, was placed under forced 
national administration.70 The remote border area became increasingly 
depopulated.

In the 1960s, more than a decade after the expulsion of the original 
inhabitants, Černá Voda and its surroundings were a peculiar place. De-
spite intensive efforts and adjustments to the state’s resettlement policy,71 
it was not feasible to restore the functioning of the municipalities there, 
which contributed to the continuing intensive depopulation of the area. 
Before the war, hundreds of permanent residents lived in Černá Voda, 
but in the 1960s, only 10 permanent residents were reported.72 The situ-
ation was the same in the surrounding five municipalities, which were 
merged in 195173 into a newly created administrative unit bearing the 
new name Orlické Záhoří, with the original municipalities remaining as 
its cadastral parts. The Local National Committee of Orlické Záhoří was 
established, based in the formerly most populated village of Kronstadt. 
The total population falling under the Local National Committee of 
Orlické Záhoří was just over 300 in 1961, while in the interwar period, 
almost 2,500 people lived in the same area.74 Permanent resettlement 

70	 The Kolowrat Krakowský Liebsteinský family had their property confiscated and 
were forced to leave their home without compensation. They faced a whole range 
of repressive measures from the communist regime. In 1953, they were all arrested. 
Hanuš’s wife Huberta (1897–1967) was held in a remand prison for a year. Hanuš, 
already at an advanced age, was forced to work on a state farm in Trutnov, and his 
son Kryštof Kolowrat (1927–1999) was imprisoned in Rychnov, Hradec Králové, 
and Rtyně v Podkrkonoší, where he worked in the mines. He was released under 
an amnesty in 1954. He was later employed in the forests near Potštejn, in the Ore 
Mountains, and in the Šumava Mountains. After the occupation of Czechoslova-
kia in 1968, he emigrated with his family to Austria. VLADIMÍR VOTÝPKA, 
Paradoxy české šlechty [The Paradoxes of the Czech Aristocracy], Prague 2005, 
pp. 313–316.

71	 A. WIEDEMANN, Komm mit uns das Grenzland aufbauen!, pp. 39–65.
72	 In 1921, there were 80 houses and 344 inhabitants in Černá Voda, of whom 5 were 

of Czechoslovak nationality and 339 were of German nationality. (Statistický 
lexikon obcí, 1923, p. 129). In 1930, statistics show 78 houses and 268 inhabitants 
(Statistický lexikon obcí [Statistical Lexicon of Municipalities], 1934, p. 399). The 
1961 census lists 10 permanent residents in Černá Voda (Statistický lexikon obcí 
[Statistical Lexicon of Municipalities], 1965, p. 290).

73	 Decree No. 13/1951 Coll., Decree of the Minister of the Interior on changes to 
official place names in 1950. Available at: https://www.zakonyprolidi.cz/cs/1951-
13.

74	 The 1921 census gives the following figures for the municipalities of Friedrichs-
wald/Bedřichovka, Schwarzwasser/Voda Černá, Kronstadt (Kunštát), Kerndorf/

https://www.zakonyprolidi.cz/cs/1951-13
https://www.zakonyprolidi.cz/cs/1951-13
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was unsuccessful; no one really wanted to move to the border regions. 
Many people came but stayed only briefly; the demanding life in remote 
rural areas was not for everyone. Only the most essential services were 
provided for the inhabitants in the locality.

“[…] On one side there was a shop […] and behind it there was a bakery. […] And 
he [the baker] sometimes didn’t bake because he drank and lay down on the shelf 
and didn’t bake. […]. And that was just when there were snowdrifts and no one 
could get to us, so there was no bread either.”75 

A major problem was the inadequate infrastructure – there was no rail-
way, no roads, and no connections to other towns. Cars were a rarity, 
and people were forced to rely on work, services, help, and entertain-
ment in unsatisfactory local conditions. 

“Back then, it was completely out in the middle of nowhere, because the bus only 
went in one direction, turned around here, and went back again. In the evening, 
the bus drivers slept here; there wasn’t actually a road to Šerlich [the current con-
nection to the Czech inland] yet… […]. Today, it’s automatic, everything is simple. 
But back then, when I started [in 1962], there wasn’t a single car in the whole vil-
lage. There was one broken-down old German car, which belonged to the village 
council, but otherwise there were no cars – the first car belonged to a gamekeeper 
who won the Sportka lottery.”76

There was still plenty of housing available after the original inhabitants left, 
but the abandoned houses, which had a constant change of tenants, grad-
ually fell into ruin and became a sad reminder of “the old days”. As part 
of the repopulation effort, it was particularly important to attract young 
families to the area, but the necessary services and facilities were lacking. 

“[…] There was a nursery here, there was a kindergarten, there was a school, but 
from fifth grade onwards kids had to go to Rokytnice. And because that’s actually 
quite far away, you could say over 30 km, so the children were in boarding school, 
and people didn’t like having their children in boarding school from fifth grade 
onwards. And they had school on Saturdays. Only in the morning, but even so, the 
children only came home on Saturdays.”77 

Jadrná, and Grünborn/Zelenka: a total of 2,444 inhabitants, of whom 1,878 were 
of German nationality, 31 were of Czechoslovak nationality, and 65 were foreign-
ers. Statistický lexikon obcí [Statistical Lexicon of Municipalities], 1923, pp. 124, 
129, 130.

75	 Interview with L. P., 14 June 2023, conducted by Hana Knollová.
76	 Interview with J. D., 5 April 2023, conducted by Hana Knollová.
77	 Interview with A. K., 5 April 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová 2024.
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New people usually came to the area rather involuntarily, thanks to the 
system of so-called orders, which came into force in Czechoslovakia in 
1952.78 It was one of the tools for regulating the movement of labour in 
relation to the needs of the national economy. In practice, this meant that 
every student had to commit during their studies to the place or area they 
would work in after graduation. 

“We had work placements. I had a work placement at Lesprojekt in Náchod. And 
my friend got a placement in Mladkov. Well, I grew up in Těchonín, which is not far 
away. So we agreed and he said: ‘Hey, I’d go to Lesprojekt right away,’ because it 
was kind of like a higher level […] He traded places with me without hesitation, and 
no one told us that it was wrong. That’s how we ended up in completely different 
places. I was in Mladkov for just a year, and then off to the army I went. […] When 
I came back, the director said, ‘I’m counting on you for Záhoří, for Černá Voda’.”79

In some professions, there was greater freedom to choose or change lo-
cation, but in some cases, especially for university graduates and spe-
cialised professions, lists of positions to be filled were prepared. These 
were based on professional and regional needs, and the choice was very 
limited. As a result, people from large cities often had to commit to work-
ing in remote areas of the country where there was a permanent shortage 
in the workforce.80 The placement system can be understood not only 
as an economic tool of the state’s controlled economy, but also as an in-
strument of power that supported the enforcement of political goals and 
complemented the repressive measures of the ruling party, such as the 
placement of recruits within the system of compulsory basic military ser-
vice.81 The controlled placement of graduates in selected positions was 
based not only on the specific type of profession and education, but was 
often strongly influenced by the amount of symbolic capital of the indi-

78	 Government regulation no. 20/1952 Coll.; Government regulation no. 24/ 
1959 Coll.

79	 Interview with J. D., 5 April 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
80	 Work placements were time-limited, typically for the duration of the studies. For 

example, an engineer who graduated from an agricultural university had to work 
at the agreed location for five years, and only after this period could he look for 
a job according to his personal preferences. For shorter studies, the mandatory work 
placement period was usually set at three years.

81	 Mezi pakárnou a službou vlasti. Základní vojenská služba (1968–2004) v aktérské re-
flexi [Between a Military Drudgery and Service to the Motherlands: Compulsory 
Military Service (1968–2004) as Reflected by Those Who Experienced It], (ed.) 
JIŘÍ HLAVÁČEK, Prague 2021. 
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viduals concerned, or their families. Sometimes the final choice was just 
a coincidence. Nevertheless, with the benefit of distance, most narrators 
who experienced the system and were accustomed to receiving many 
directives from the state did not see this system as problematic. They 
understood the regulated start of their professional careers as a necessary 
obligation and life experience.

Fee-Based Hunting and the Second Life of Zámeček

After the state confiscated Zámeček, its use changed significantly. It 
served as temporary accommodation for forest workers, temporary ac-
commodation for employees of the Czechoslovak State Forests, or re-
mained empty. Despite long periods of use without repairs or mainte-
nance, the building still retained the character of a hunting residence, 
which apparently contributed to the regional forestry office’s decision to 
renovate it82 and incorporate it into a system of exclusive trophy hunt-
ing for foreign tourists.83 The interior was significantly damaged, and 
according to the narrators’ recollections, almost nothing of its original 
furnishings remained. After the necessary modifications were made in 
the early 1960s, the forest manager was also accommodated at Zámeček, 
where he was to take care of the “special guests”. A young agricultural 
engineer Petr moved in with his partner, and later wife, Ludmila. 

“It was empty and was used during the season when timber workers came from 
Slovakia, so they were accommodated there… So it looked like that […] it was in 
a desperate state […] downstairs – it was terrible. There was no floor in the kitchen, 
just compacted clay. Everything was done […] upstairs there was a bathtub, a metal 
one, that was the only thing left there. Otherwise, really nothing… simply, every-
thing was either stolen or broken, so it was… Well, I’m telling you, we climbed up 
from outside on a ladder because the staircase was completely destroyed. […] but 
then everything was put back together and it was nice. Everyone liked it. Even 
a pioneer camp came to visit us. It was fun back then.”84 

82	 SOA Hradec Králové, NAD 458, Krajská správa lesů Hradec Králové [Regional Forest 
Administration], Obnovení a doplnění loveckých chat [Renovation and Expansion of 
Hunting Cabins], 3 January 1957) p. 7.

83	 Interviews with J. D., 5. April 2024; V. L., 12 March 2024; A. K., 5 April 2024, 
conducted by Hana Knollová.

84	 Interview with L. P., 14 June 2023, conducted by Hana Knollová.
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Both had come to the border region from the capital city after graduat-
ing from agricultural college as part of a work placement program. Petr’s 
main responsibility was to oversee the operations of the local forest dis-
trict, where, in addition to a few permanent forest employees who lived 
in the area with their families, the workforce consisted mainly of tem-
porary workers engaged in wood harvesting and women85 working in 
the newly planted forests. These workers stayed only for the duration 
of their contracted work and did not reside in the area permanently. 
Ludmila worked as an agronomist at a local state farm, where there was 
a long-standing shortage of skilled workforce, and problems with failing 
to meet governmental agricultural production quotas were frequently 
encountered. Problems with excessive alcohol consumption were also 
common, not only during leisure time but also during working hours.86 
Employee salaries were not high, and people often sought additional in-
come. The scheduled fee-based activities in the Černá Voda region of-
fered an attractive career opportunity, complemented by the provision 
of an apartment. Petr and Ludmila accepted this offer and remained in-
volved for several years.

The events were intended exclusively for foreign clients. These were 
guests from the “West” who chose Zámeček as their vacation destination 
from the offer of a  travel agency that cooperated with the Czechoslo-
vak state tourism company, Čedok. The latter then took care of all the 
necessary formalities for the stay of people from countries behind the 
Iron Curtain.87 The guests were mostly people from the upper middle 
class whose passion was hunting. Among them were entrepreneurs and 
tradesmen, civil servants, and members of the aristocracy. These were 

85	 Due to a labour shortage in Czechoslovakia, Polish women were employed to work 
in the Černá Voda forest district starting in the 1960s; they arrived under a Czecho-
slovak-Polish government agreement on cooperation in agriculture and industry. 
The agreement was explicitly concluded for the provision of female labour. Polish 
men did not work in the former Czechoslovakia under this agreement. For more on 
this topic, see, for example ONDŘEJ KLÍPA, Majstr a Malgorzata. Polky v továr-
nách ČSSR [Majstr and Malgorzata: Polish Women in the Factories of Czechoslo-
vakia], Prague 2021.

86	 For example, a  resolution regarding restrictions on alcohol sales and the opening 
hours of a  local pub (SOkA Rychnov nad Kněžnou, NAD  967, MNV Orlické 
Záhoří, Zápis ze zasedání komise pro ochranu veřejného pořádku [Minutes of the 
Meeting of the Commission for the Protection of Public Order], 25 October 1960).

87	 For additional geopolitical context, see, IAN KERSHAW, Roller-Coaster: Europe 
1950–2017, London 2018.
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not large parties; usually only small groups of friends or married couples 
stayed there at a time. Women rarely participated in the hunts and, ac-
cording to the interview quote below, were seen as a disruptive element 
and often spent time with the forest manager’s wife. 

“Some women went with them. […] They were a couple from Switzerland, they 
travelled around the world, and he even shot something in the Himalayas—some 
kind of kudu. She filmed everything. And Petr said, ‘That’s not possible, we just 
must get rid of her somehow, because if she films how the deer is walking, then… 
well, she won’t shoot anything. You must distract her somehow.’ So, I promised her 
that there was a place where grouse were mating. So okay, at five in the morning we 
were sitting in a hide behind the chapel… where the grouse were courting, and she 
was filming. That’s how we always lured her away.”88

In addition to hunting, other services were provided for guests at Zámeček 
that were considered capitalist relics in socialist discourse, such as a cook 
who prepared meals according to guests’ wishes and served them in 
a stylishly furnished dining room.

“[…] Well, there were two Germans there, friends, and Mrs. Špačková had to cook 
separately for the dog of one of them, because he could only eat liver, but the owner 
bought it. Mrs. Špačková came and said, ‘He wants Zwetschkenknödel, so I’ll make 
it, but the dog has to have liver on bacon, because he couldn’t eat anything else’.”89

Other people took care of cleaning and services related to accommoda-
tion. Guests arrived in their own cars, and if it was necessary to prepare 
the cars before departure on cold days, a local maintenance technician 
took care of them. Like the cook, he only came when guests were staying 
at Zámeček. 

A Čedok interpreter always accompanied the guests, whose role was 
seen more as a formality, as according to the narrators, the staff had no 
problem communicating with the guests in German. The interpreter 
spent a lot of time with his assigned guests, but he was not really needed. 
Nevertheless, it seems that this was a condition that had to be met. How-
ever, it is clear from interviews with narrators that interpreters were not 
perceived as a problem or too great a risk. No one mentioned being on 
friendly terms or in close contact with them either. I was unsuccessful in 
finding more detailed information about these individuals, and the narra-
tors did not remember any specific names – they were simply “Čedokáři” 

88	 Interview with L. P., 21 March 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
89	 Interview with L. P., 14 June 2023, conducted by Hana Knollová.
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(Čedok employees).90 It is apparent from the literature that the system of 
fee-based hunting differed slightly in some details and areas, e.g. instead 
of an interpreter, hunting guests were accompanied by a so-called hunt-
ing guide, who was equipped with the necessary language and profes-
sional knowledge, but above all had to have a permit from the Czechoslo-
vak institutions and report on the course of hunting activities.91 No other 
external workers except for the interpreter and employees of the local 
forest district participated. These practices were typical for larger-scale 
fee-based hunts involving dozens of people, which took place in other 
locations in the former Czechoslovakia.92 The privilege of the hunts in 
Černá Voda was mainly trophy game – deer, roe deer, and capercaillies – 
and they were almost individual in nature. This was probably one of the 
reasons why many guests returned to Zámeček repeatedly. 

In connection with fee-based hunting and other actors in the hunt-
ing discourse, a new, socially formed lived space93 began to take shape 
at Zámeček, based on everyday actions, spatial practices, and other rep-
resentations of space. Following Lefebvre’s thinking about lived space, 
we can observe a multi-layered space shaped by the influence of differ-
ent habits and socio-cultural practices of “Western” guests and the then 
“inhabitants” of Zámeček, citizens of socialist Czechoslovakia. Based on 
this dissonance, strategies were formed that allowed mobility within the 
“gaps” of the systems and established rules. The form of the lived space 
of Zámeček was shaped by individual actions based on the customs and 
traditions of the imagined hunting community,94 which united all partic-
ipants and managed to overcome different ideological positions (at least 
for the purposes of the hunting retreat). The political and ideological 
framework faded into the background, and specific interactions and re-
lationships reflected the habitual practices of all participants – guests and 
employees alike. The manager and his wife played a major role in shap-
ing the atmosphere that complemented the guests’ stay. They possessed 
a high level of cultural capital gained from the socio-cultural background 

90	 Interview with L. P., 14 June 2023, conducted by Hana Knollová.
91	 For information on the presence of guides and interpreters during paid game hunts, 

see for example V. PAULIŠTA, Lovecký průvodce vzpomíná, pp. 155–157. Inter-
view with V. L., 12 March 2024, conducted by H. Knollová.

92	 V. PAULIŠTA, Lovecký průvodce vzpomíná, pp. 140–141; Interviews with V. L., 
12 March 2024 and J. D., 5 April 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová. 

93	 HENRI LEFEBVRE, The Production of Space, Oxford–Cambridge 1974.
94	 B. ANDERSON, Imagined Communities.
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of their family and its surroundings, their education, professional knowl-
edge, leisure activities, language skills, etc. They projected their ideas 
about a hunting holiday for guests from higher social circles, which they 
could not apply in other circumstances of everyday life, into the form of 
exclusive hunting events of which they were a part. Under the conditions 
of the socialist dictatorship, it was thus possible to create a socio-cultural 
space that, despite the official ideology, foreign guests enjoyed visiting 
and returning to. 

“[…] Many Swiss people also visited us. […] Gustav and Katrin, she was originally 
a flight attendant, they were married. And he was the president of some kind of 
hunting association. So he also got it as a kind of Geschenk. […] Then there were 
these really interesting people, what were their names? She drove me to the doctor 
because I broke my leg on the footrest of my motorcycle and had to go for bandage 
changes … Her name was Ema, he was a lawyer and she was an architect, they had 
four children, every day they called their children and their nanny in Switzerland 
to ask how the children were doing and so on … and they talked to each child.”95

Ideological propaganda during this period fundamentally rejected aris-
tocratic remnants in the form of luxury and status advantages, yet the 
entire system of exclusive hunts at premium prices was based precisely 
on these. Despite this, a coherent micro-space emerged in which all par-
ticipating actors found their place. It was shaped by specific interactions 
with many representations of symbolic behaviour resulting from hidden 
and public transcripts.96 In other words, it was diverse actor strategies 
aimed at a specific goal, whose manifestations and meanings in public 
and in private were different. In the case of the project of exclusive hunt-
ing activities and their actors, a special mode of operation was created, 
the practices of which were incompatible with the political ideology of 
the time, and therefore only information that was consistent with it was 
allowed to reach the public. This can be seen, for example, in officially 
published, censored literature of the time, which depicts Western hunt-
ers as arrogant elitists lacking proper hunting expertise,97 a description 

95	 Interview with L. P., 14 June 2023, conducted by Hana Knollová.
96	 MURIEL BLAIVE, “Hidden Transcripts” and Microhistory as a Comparative Tool: 

Two Case Studies in Communist Czechoslovakia, East Central Europe 40/2013, 
no. 1–2, pp. 74–96.

97	 See V. PAULIŠTA, Lovecký průvodce vypravuje, pp. 7–159, where almost every 
story contains a strong narrative about decadent hunters from the West contrasted 
with the high standards of Czechoslovak hunting and its members.
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that differs greatly from the accounts of narrators who met them per-
sonally.

“They [the Western hunters] were so incredibly polite. We weren’t used to that.”98

Although the foreign hunters who came were not an entirely homogene-
ous group, it is apparent that they all shared a passion for hunting. Some 
combined it with a family outing, others with adventure and leisure time 
with friends. Most often, however, the main motivation was the hunt 
itself, or “just” obtaining a trophy, for which they were willing to pay. In 
some cases, under circumstances that seem quite bizarre:

“He [the hunter from Germany] ordered about 10 roe deer and went hunting for 
them right at the start of the season, which was in May. But then his legs started 
giving out, so we organised what we called an ‘auto pirsch’. He just shot from the 
car. He had all sorts of contraptions set up there to brace his rifle properly, with the 
window rolled down like this. I sat next to him; we spotted a roe deer and agreed 
that it was a good one, because he always wanted only big roe deer. So, the setup 
was something like this: either he’d get out of the car and rest the rifle on the roof—
then he had a bag of sand there, it makes a good base. Or if he was shooting from 
the window, he’d have a stick with that insulation on it, the kind you put on water 
pipes. Well, and I’d always lower the seat and just lie down so he could shoot over 
me while he was sitting. […] I’d always lift my head so I could see what the roe deer 
would do, you know, and he was an excellent shooter – he’d shoot from maybe 
300 meters. The roe deer didn’t even know anyone was there.”99

With the prospect of earning foreign currency, the state institutions of 
the time and their members were willing to accept the rules of the capi-
talist market economy and supported activities for which, in a different 
context, Czechoslovak citizens could have been prosecuted. The ideo-
logical and factual legitimisation of this system was financial gain. 

We must also not overlook other important factors that contributed to 
the development and nature of fee-based hunting in the former Czecho-
slovakia in the second half of the 20th century. Space played an essential 
role – specifically the building of a former hunting lodge, which, as part 
of family heritage, had been carefully maintained for years along with 

98	 Interview with A. K., 5 April 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
99	 Interview with V. L., 12 March 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
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the surrounding land and forests.100 Consequently, despite decades of 
neglect and careless treatment, minor renovations enabled the facility to 
offer excellent amenities for hunters. Moreover, the surrounding wood-
lands, which were subsumed into state ownership after 1948, continued 
to boast an abundance of wildlife. Concurrently, financial considerations 
were paramount within the discourse on fee-based hunting – specifically 
the influx of foreign currency, which was in high demand in socialist 
Czechoslovakia. These economic factors likely motivated Western hunt-
ers to choose this destination for their expeditions. Owing to contempo-
rary exchange rates, these individuals could acquire Eastern European 
currencies at a minimal cost. This enabled them to export trophies un-
der regulatory and financial conditions that were largely unobtainable 
outside the Eastern Bloc. Beyond economics, the dynamic of power 
proved decisive, leading to the involuntary transfer of private property 
to the state without compensation,101 thereby allowing the regime to 
freely dispose of and profit from these assets. At the same time, how-
ever, the power factor disrupted existing relational networks, while new 
ones emerged only gradually. Consequently, no functional socio-cultural 
space integrated with the local environment was established; instead, the 
world of Zámeček remained isolated, offering no contribution to the de-
velopment or vitality of this historically sparsely populated region. This 
fragmentation clarifies why commercial hunting operations for foreign 
tourists at the Černá Voda Zámeček ultimately proved unsustainable in 
the long term. Evidence indicates that these activities persisted only un-
til the early 1970s. It can be inferred that this decline was precipitated 
by shifting political dynamics in Czechoslovakia – specifically the onset 
of the so-called normalisation period,102 which significantly restricted 
openness toward the West. Concurrently, the diminishing interest in 
fee-based trophy hunting within the Černá Voda region may have been 

100	 SOA Hradec Králové – AO Zámrsk, NAD 395, Vs Rychnov nad Kněžnou, II. díl  
Různé [Volume II, Miscellaneous], Item no. 1485, Revírní personál [Forest District 
Staff], 1875–1948.

101	 The state used the confiscated property of the Kolowrat Krakowský Liebsteins 
family, who experienced very difficult times in Czechoslovakia after 1948. After 
numerous persecutions, to which its members were continuously exposed, they de-
cided to emigrate to Austria in 1968 after the Soviet occupation of Czechoslovakia. 
See V. VOTÝPKA, Paradoxy české šlechty, pp. 313–316.

102	 For more on the issue of the so-called normalisation period in Czechoslovakia, see, 
for example, Czechoslovakia and Eastern Europe in the Era of Normalisation, 1969–
1989, (eds.) KEVIN MCDERMOTT, MATTHEW STIBBE, Cham 2022.
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further driven by hunters seeking alternative, more adventurous destina-
tions and the acquisition of more exotic trophies.

“But they [foreign hunters] got spoiled later on, they started going elsewhere, 
I don’t know. Maybe it was cheaper for them over here than back home, or else 
there was Slovakia, you know, and later even Russia, or Romania… yeah, the Bul-
garians and Romanians, they had bigger trophies than we did, so they were drawn 
there. I know they used to go there. And on top of that, they could go bear hunting, 
for instance.”103

Furthermore, the cessation of foreign hunters’ visits to Zámeček may 
have been precipitated by the departure of the estate manager and his 
wife, who had been actively involved in organising the stays and cul-
tivating a loyal clientele. However, as their expectations diverged from 
the available opportunities, they relocated shortly after the expiration of 
their mandatory work placements to pursue their professional and per-
sonal paths elsewhere. Concurrently, the socio-cultural environment in 
this post-displacement region remained highly problematic at the end of 
the 1960s, offering little incentive for young people to settle permanent-
ly. The era of exclusive hunts in Černá Voda thus constituted merely 
a brief period that did not endure even a decade; indeed, after 1969, for-
eign hunting expeditions effectively ceased. Consequently, from 1971, 
Zámeček was designated as a “facility offering services outside the scope 
of normal operations,” falling under the jurisdiction of the regional forest-
ry directorate in Hradec Králové.104 According to oral history accounts, 
the facility was subsequently utilised primarily for comrade hunts, al-
though no written records have been found to substantiate this claim.

Conclusion

Based on everyday behaviour and materialised spatial practices, a  di-
verse world was formed in connection with fee-based game hunting 
during the socialist dictatorship. It contained a whole range of phenom-
ena that can be viewed as deviations from normality or exceptions. Ac-

103	 Interview with J. D., 5 April 2024, conducted by Hana Knollová.
104	 SOA Hradec Králové, NAD 233, Lesní závod [Forest plant] Žamberk, Lovecká 

chata „Zámeček“, polesí Černá Voda: výměna klíčů [“Zámeček” Hunting Lodge, 
Černá Voda Forest District: Key Exchange], 14 July 1971. 
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cording to microhistory, the relationship between anomaly and norm 
is a  very important aspect on the basis of which it is possible to form 
new interpretations of historical social reality.105 The system of exclu-
sive fee-based hunting can be understood as a “normal exception”. Its 
exceptional nature lay in the fact that it was not available to everyone; 
in essence, it was only accessible to foreign guests who booked the ex-
periences through the hunting department of the Czechoslovak state-
owned company, Čedok. Regardless of the price, ordinary Czechoslo-
vak citizens could not participate in fee-based hunts.106  Nevertheless, 
the concept of fee-based hunting for foreign visitors was not perceived 
as something anomalous or even inappropriate. Contemporary literature 
notes that fee-based hunting of trophy game for foreign tourists was an 
essential source of revenue for the national economy. Simultaneously, it 
emphasises the high standard of Czechoslovak game management and 
the popularity of numerous hunting destinations across Bohemia, Mora-
via, and Slovakia among Western hunters.107 It is difficult to say with 
certainty whether this was a phenomenon that arose under the influence 
of a certain political détente and greater economic progress in the 1960s. 
We know that fee-based hunting continued in the subsequent period of 
normalisation, but an overview of these activities in other areas is not the 
subject of this study. With the onset of normalisation, significant changes 
took place in the living space of the Zámeček in Černá Voda, and for-
eign guests were largely replaced by members of the communist elite, 
about whom the narrators possessed no detailed information, and no fur-
ther specific mentions have yet been found in available archival sources. 

105	 C. GINZBURG, The Cheese and the Worms, pp. 181–185. 
106	 Although this was an exceptional system that was not available to everyone, ac-

cording to the literature and interpretation of oral history interviews, it can be as-
sumed that it was a relatively widespread phenomenon in Czechoslovakia in the 
1960s. These were not insignificant activities; on the contrary, it can be assumed 
that they were widespread and at the same time brought very interesting income to 
the state budget, as evidenced by data from contemporary professional literature, 
according to which 3,306 foreign tourists visited Czechoslovakia for the purpose of 
hunting in 1965, and the income from hunting fees amounted to CZK 10,060,000 
in 1966. See V. ZÁSMĚTA, Ekonomika československé myslivosti, p. 47.

107	 Contemporary literature frequently mentions fee-based hunting of trophy game, 
featuring data on harvest prices, the numbers of game taken, and year-over-year 
success evaluations, while also emphasising that hunting permits were issued exclu-
sively to foreign nationals. See, for example, Myslivecká ročenka 1962–1963 [Hunt-
ing Yearbook 1962–1963], Prague 1961, pp. 149–158.
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Later, the space was left almost deserted and again began to be damaged 
by careless use.108 During the transformation period of the 1990s, when 
the restitution claims of the original owners were being settled, the estate 
burned down completely, and a house built on its site was returned to the 
restitutioners.109 We could also consider the acceptance of aristocratic 
practices within the environment of the socialist dictatorship – by both 
individual actors and political authorities, alongside their habitualisation 
and subsequent reproduction – as a  normal exception. The example of 
the lived space of Zámeček demonstrated that this system of common 
actor strategies, based on daily negotiations within the framework of 
public and hidden transcripts, formed a  reciprocal network of demands 
and benefits. This dynamic was reflected in a number of differentiated 
micro-worlds that constituted part of the vivid socio-historical reality in 
which the individual actors lived. In the prospect of financial gain, the 
system of fee-based hunting was legitimised by the authorities on both an 
ideological and factual (legislative) level. It was presented as a success of 
the Czechoslovak economy and an advanced standard of game manage-
ment, which Western tourists came to admire and experience, and for 
which they were willing to pay well. The system was managed by the 
state-owned company Čedok, which secured contact between foreign 
agencies, their customers, and the Czechoslovak state, while also su-
pervising compliance with legislative measures applicable to foreigners. 
Whether the entire system was even more complex, and included, for 
example, connections to state security and power structures, has not yet 
been revealed. The project of fee-based trophy hunting was a relatively 
short period in the context of the region’s history, but it serves as an 
interesting addition to the picture of socio-historical reality in Czecho-
slovakia during the Cold War. It offers a view of the challenges faced 
by post-displacement regions and contemporary efforts to recontextualise 
their significance and give them a second life. Furthermore, it provides 
insight into everyday life under the socialist dictatorship and its multi-
layered social space, shaped by the hidden and public strategies of the 
actors involved.

108	 Interview with V. L., 12 March 2024; A.D., 4 December 2021; P. Z., 17 March 
2024, conducted by Hana Knollová. 

109	 Interview with A. D., 24 December 2021; P. Z., 17 March 2024, conducted by 
Hana Knollová.


