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CZECHOSLOVAETA 88

"I hereby declare this symposium opened". That was all Vaclav
Havel could =s=ay to us before he was arrested and rather brutally
carried away by the Czechoslovalk police.

This seminar prepared by Charta 77 and four other -independent
organizations in the CS85R was intended to commemorate the
hiztorical events 1918 - %8 - 48 - &8&. The authorities had been
informed in detail already in September -- which resulted in home
csearches and intimidation.

Since a <ceminar like this is in accordance with the letter and
spirit of the Helsinki Final Act, the International Helsinki
Federation for Human Rights decided to send an international
delegation to participate 1in  1t. We informed the CEER
authorities and even reqguested a meeting with the CS5SR Ambascsador
to explain  the inportance of this symposium and what the IHF
participation meant. In the IHF delegation were, amonast others,
Max  van der Stoel, former Dutch Foreign Minister, Member of
Council of State and Chairman of the Dutch Helsinki Committee,
Lord Erik Avebury, Chairman of the British Helsinki Committee and
bHerald Nagler, Secretary-—-General of the International Helsinki

Federation. Some of the membersz of ouw delegation were denied
vigas: Marion Gréfin Donhoff., publisher of "Die Zeit", Ove
Nathan, Frofessor and Dean of Copenhagen University and others.
Some were given wvisas but warned and intimidated. On arrival in
Frague., Qur delegation found our hoste arrested and ourselwves
wnder "police protection."

After Vaclav Havel had been arrested, we — the foreign delegates
—- were glven an envelope by a woman, who obviously was the chief
of the policeforce responsible to "deal" with us. The paper
ztated in four languages:

Advertisement ("Achtung")

"T am warning you that the action called
Symposium CZECHOSLOVAEIA B8 is illegal and its
performance would be contrary to the intereste of
Czechoslovalk working people and consequently
illegal. In this cornnection yvour efforts to take
part in this action would be considered as a
manifestation of hostility to Czechoslovakia and in
virtue of this we shouwld have to draw relevant
consequences againslt your person.



This warning was not signed'™ Who i "I —-— the police, the

state” However, insisting on the full legality of ouw action,
we of course pursued. We tried to continue in private flats
with those who were not arrested, but the police stopped even
this. The seminar instead of beinog, as planned, an academic

meeting turned into & symbolic meebing.

The IHF delesgation conduct #miode commemsrative ceremony and

laid flowers on the grave of Jan Patocka -~ while bheing suwrroun-
ded by =zecret police. The delegation presented a protest to the

Central = Committee addressed to Mr. Jakes and went to the Folice
Headguarters to reguest clearification as to why ow  hosts  had
heen arrezted, what charges head besn brought against  them, why
they were detained more than 48 howrs, which i contrary to CESR
law, and 1+ they had access to legal assistance. Nome of  the
requests and gquestions were answered. We aleo visited the wives

of many of the men under arrest: they themselves were often under
house arrest. Qur moral support was most appreciated.

In <=hort, the human rights situwation in the CESR is  appealling.
Meanwhile, since many persorns living in the West who would have
liked to participate in Frague could not cobtain CSER visas, the
IHF organized a parallel seminar "CESR 1982" in Yienna, moderated
by the IHF Chairman karl wvon Schwerrenberqg. Farticipants were,
amongst others, Jiri Felikan, Zdenek Mlyrnar, Favel Eohouot, Favel
Tigrid, and  Frantizek Janouch, all well known praminment  human
rights activists. The zpeeches which were planned to be held in
Frague had, iromically encough to be read by athers in Viennzs.

The seminar in Frague was openad by Yaclav Havel, seconds before
policemen arrested him. (Our CSSR hosts as well as we consider the

seminar as till on—gnoing. The THF will in every possible way
continue to assist ow CESER friends to qgive them the possibility
of intellectual and academic impulses. We consider this to be

totally in agreement with the Helsinki Accords.

The IHF and the delegation which was in  Frague has already
protested against the ftreatment of our hosts and other human
rights violations in the CESR. We al=zo strongly protest against
statementes like the enclosed press release from the CESR Embassy
in Bonn.




Cri Friday Hovember 11, 1988 the foundation of the Czechosloval
Helsinki Committes was announced. Was it symptomatic that on that
day the chairman of this ¢ommittes, former Minister of Foreign
Affair=s  Jiri Haielk, and 5 the other signatories such as
Vaclav Havel were 1n police detention™ That the membhers of other
Heleinki Human Rights Committe » such as Max wvan der Stcoel., Lord
Erik Avebury and Gerald MNagler were in Fragus, but hindered from
meeting members of the new Czechoslovak Helsinki Committes"

This new independent Crechos
nationally respected persc
without intimidation, how
Thie would improve the
rights F Crzechoslovak

Al committee comsieting of  inter-
2fully he allowed to  work
arrests and discrimination.
image in res=pect  to human

Cerald Magler
Secretary Oerneral

Vienna, ow MNovenbes 1288



CZECHOSLOVAKIA 88
An international symposium on the topic:

Czechoslovakia in the European context 1918 - 1988
Dear Sir/Madanm,

By a strange coincidence, a number of fateful events in the
recent history of the Czechs and Slovaks occurred in years ending
in an eight. Consequently, this year we shall be commemorating
several key anniversaries at the same time. And because of our
country's specific geo-political circumstances - amongst other
reasons - the events in question had repercussions well beyond
the national borders and indeed had a major impact on the history
of. the entire. European  continent. On each occasion, the course
of European history was fundamentally changed, for better or
worse. They were events that usuidlly gave rise to a historical
dilemma, and generally left some permanent mark on the
continent's history. On more than one occasion, an event that
seemed to be of purely Czechoslovak importance either presaged
various wider European developments or threw light on certain
European aspirations or disasters.

The creation of an independent Czechoslovak state in 1918
and the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy totally
transformed the European political map and were the key to
subsequent developments in Europe and a prelude to the coming
dangers. The Munich diktat of 1938 and the policy of appeasement
of violence that it came to symbolise were the main factors that
encouraged and paved the way for Hitler's expansion and World
War II. The coup d'Etat of February 1948 was conceivably the

.final and crucial step towards the lasting division of Europe and
the continued escalation of the Cold War. The Prague Spring of
1968 was the culmination of a period, dating back to the 1late
fifties, during which attempts were made in various countries of
the bloc to reform the Soviet-style system. The Soviet
intervention brought that era to a tragic end. At the same time
it was a test of how far the Brezhnev regime could go in
consolidating Soviet superpower hegemony. And now, in 1988,
there is a sense in which Czechoslovakia is once again a
historical testing ground. The contrast between political

inertia and the need for change, highlighted by the current



3 3 'a.
developments in the USSR, is most obvious here 1n czechoslovaki

It could well be that it will fall to our country to test the
seriousness, depth and credibility of the new policies being

pursued by the Soviet bloc.

We have come to realise that our country's internal

situation, in terms of human dignity, democracy, social harmony

and tolerance, is intimately bound up with the overall European

context and has always been in some way indicative of the
prospects of peace on the continent. There were some
Czechoslovak politicians in the past who showed an awareness of
these linkages and of their own special responsibility. Hence a
number of major initiatives motivated by the ideal of a friendly
and peaceful European community of sovereign democratic states
originated in our country. And it is still a valid ideal in the
-eyes of Charter 77 and other independently-minded groups and
individuals in Czechoslovakia. There are many of us who believe
that it is actually more topical now than ever before and we are
doing what we can to promote it, though our scope for action is
limited. Incidentally, this helps explain Charter 77's constant
insistence that human rights, a democratic order and mutual
tolerance are the only rational basis for genuine and lasting
peace.

Clearly these are wide-ranging and complex issues, with many
intellectual, spiritual and cultural ramifications, which demand
analysis and conceptual debate. In view of of this, we have
decided to mark this year's anniversaries with an informal,
independent symposium on the topic: Czechoslovakia in the
European context 1918-1988.

On behalf of the Symposium Steering Committee

Vaclav Havel
Milo® Hajek
Radim Palous
Emanuel Mandler
‘Rudolf Batték
Ladislav Lis
LibuZe Silhénova

NB: The original announcement was dated Prague, 25 May 1988



Prague, September 9, 1988

To the

Prime Minister of the Government of Czechoslovakia
Government-Commi ttee for CSCE

Central Committee of the National Front of Czechoslovakia

Declaration of the organizing committee of the symposion
CZECHOSLOVAKIA B88.

We announced 1in a document of September &4, 1988 that the
Czechoslovak citizens’ groups Charter 77, the Democratic
Initiative, the Jazz-Section, the Independant Peace Association
and the Association of the Friends of the USA prepare for the
days 11 - 13 November 1988 in Frague a symposion: CZECHOSLOVAKIA
88. The topic concerns the passed 70 years of the Czechoslovak
state, especially some milestones in its historical development.
Many important events were connected to dates efnding with the
number 8 (1918, 1948,1968). The symposion should be an occasion
of meetings-between native and foreign participants from East and
West. Among the invited are also some official Czechoslovak
institutions.

We expect that the competent authorities will understand the
symposion as it is meant: as the expression of the common effort
to a dialogue, as an opportunity for a democratic discussion.
Therefore, no obstacles should be imposed on the symposion,
especially not in a time that meetings of a similar character
have taken place without interference from the authorities 1in
various Warsaw Pact countries and in a situation where also the
Czechoslovak - government stresses its adherence to the common
european house, to democratization, to the zone of trust and
direct collaboration.

The preparation of the symposion takes place in a completely
open way. We hope for a reasonable attitude and proceeding of the
Czechoslovak authorities. Further details of the preparations of
the symposium will be provided later.

For the organizing committee of the symposion CZECHOSLOVAKIA 88

Vaclav Havel
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We, the participants of the Vienna meeting organised in parallel Wit
the Prague symposium "Czechoslovakia 1988"

EXPRESS

our support to those who in Czechoslovakia attempt to carry out
a free and open discussion of their country's past and present;

PROTEST

against the violent police action against a peaceful historical
seminar which was to be held in the Czechoslovak capital and in
connection with which dozens of Czech and Slovak citizens were
arrested, some of them still being held in jail;

ACCUSE THE CZECHOSLOVAK AUTHORITIES

of flagrant violations of the Helsinki Final Act and other inter-
national agreements duly signed by the Prague government;

STATE

that at a time when in some other Soviet bloc countries human and
civil rights are enlarged, in Czechoslovakia, on the contrary,
repression and police terror reign, resembling some of the worst
periods of blind persecution;

REQUEST

that the Czechoslovak authorities immediately release all those who
wanted to attend the Prague symposium and were arrested, as well

as the other political prisoners, and apologize publicly for the
unheard-of police action in Prague;

ASK

the Austrian representatives at the Conference for Security and
Cooperation in Europe to submit on our behalf this protest to the
Czechoslovak delegation to the Vienna Follow-up Conference.
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' ;7 Schlag gegen die Opposition in Pragiof 1
/£~ //3 " Auflésung des Symposiums «Tschechoslowakei 198, 8»4«:\ g

Prag, 11.'Nov. (Reuter) Die Polizei hat am Freitag in Prag eine internationije Men-
schenrechtsveranstaltung aufgeldst.. Der Versammlungsleiter, ‘der Schriftstelléryaclav,
Havel, sowie iber 20 weitere tschechoslowakische Teilnehmeér wurden abgefihrt. Zu'dem
Symposium,in.einem Prager Hotelrestaurant waren 16 ‘éué]?ﬂ'dischc Teilnehmer aus den’

USA und acht. westeuropdischen Staaten gekommen. "0} 7= = 77TV 1"‘:,‘_',75?
-ae.cib mancndY nadipe wTRI TN s St I Y e

o o undneisiarC St Wien, 11. November .

- Die tschechoslowakische Polizei hat am Frei-
tag vormittag die Abhaltung eines von mehreren
unabhingigen Vereinigungen und Biirgerrechts-
gruppern, darunter auch ‘der'«Charta 77», orga-
nisierten dreitigigen Symposiums zum Thema
«Die*Tschechoslowakei und die ‘europiischen
Ereignisse 1918 bis 1988» verhindert. Einer der
wichtigsten™'Organisatoren ‘der “Veranstaltung,
der Birgerrechtler und Dramatiker Vaclav Ha-
vel, wurde Taut Angaben von Agenturberichten
aus Prag in 'einem Hotel in ‘der Innenstadt von
drei Polizisten festgenommen und abgefthrt,
nachdem er kurz zuvor das Symposium fir er-
offnet erklart hatte. Wie aus Prag weiter verlau-
tet, hat eine Frau, die sich als Hotelangestellte
ausgegeben habe, den 16 anwesenden ausldndi-
schen Teilnehmern einen Umschlag mit einer
anonymen Mitteilung ausgehdndigt. Darin wird
in englischer, deutscher, franzésischer und ita-
lienischer Sprache darauf aufmerksam gemacht,
dass die Veranstaltung «illegal» sei und in «Wi-
derspruch zu den Interessen des werktdtigen
Volkes der Tschechoslowakei» stehe.

Zahlreiche Festnahmen

~ - Weiter heisst es in dem Text, jeder Versuch,
~am Symposium dénnoch teilzunehmen, werde
-als ein «feindlicher Akt» betrachtet und ziehe
-entsprechende Konsequenzen nach sich. Bereits
am Mittwoch abend und am Donnerstag mor-
gen waren von der Polizei in Prag und in an-
"dern "Stadten des Landes zahlreiche Biirger-
rechtler festgenommen worden, offenbar in der
Absicht, ihre Teilnahme am Symposium zu ver-
unmdglichen. Havel konnte sich dem Zugriff
"der Polizei entziehen, indem er sich bis zur Er-
"6ffnung des Symposiums versteckt hielt. Laut
Agenturberichten aus Prag waren am Freitag
vormittag noch etwa zwanzig Personen in Haft.
Bereits im Juni dieses Jahres ist unter dhnlichen
Umstinden ein internationales Seminar Gber
Frieden und Menschenrechte aufgeldst worden,
wobei zahlreiche ausldndische Giste ausgewie-
sen worden waren. - .- T g T L G

P I R
-+ Die westlichen Teilnehmer, unter ihnen der
ehemalige niederlandische "Aussenminister_van
dér'Stoel und def Gengralsekietir der Intérna;
tionalen ,Helsinki-Fdderation, ~Gerald . Nagler,
‘verdffentlichten kurz nach .der Festnahme Ha-
vels eine Erklarung; jn.der sie gegen die;Mass-
fahmen der Behdrden Zir Verhinderung. der

Veranstaltung ‘entschieden protestierten. Die |

Polizeiaktion, sei eine «flagrante Verletzung»
der KSZE-Schlussakte von Helsinki. Sie kiin-
digten auch' an, bei der tschechoslowakischen
Regierung zu protestieren und alle Delegatio-
nen an der Wiener KZSE-Nachfolgekonferenz
zu informieren. Laut Angaben der Internationa-
len Helsinki-Fdderation in Wien sind die aus-
landischen Teilnehmer in Prag bemiht, die Ver-
anstaltung trotzdem durchzufithren. Am Freitag
wurde in Wien auch bekanntgegeben, dass nach
lingeren Vorbereitungsarbeiten in Prag ein
tschechoslowakisches Helsinki- Komitee gegriin-
det worden ist, dem neunzehn Mitglieder ange-

horen. Prasident des Komitees ist der 'Atlxsé'en-?
minister wihrend ‘des «Prager Frohlings»"von
1968, Jiri Hajek, der kurz vor der Erdffnurig'des
Symposiums «Tschechoslowakei .1988» \eben;
falls festgenommen wurde. Die Griindungsur-
kunde hatte bei der Erdffnung des Symposiums
verlesen werden sollen. .. i ..oiioii el

-:_:x.: . Auslandsreise Dubceics' ey

Der chemalige  Parteichef und “Fihrer " des
«Prager Friihlings», Alexander Dubcek, ist am
Freitag - erstmals. seit achtzehn Jahren -‘ins
Ausland gereist. Er folgte einer Einladung der

Universitit Bologna, die ihm den Ehrendoktor
der politischen Wissenschaften verleihen wird.

Rom, 11. Nov. (afp) Alexander Dubcek hat
die Befiirchtung gedussert, von seiner Italien-
reise nicht wieder in die Tschechoslowakei heim-
kehren zu kénnen. In einem Interview, das er
am Donnerstag vor seiner Abreise in Prag der
italienischen Agentur Ansa gab, sagte er, seine
Angste seien vor dem Hintergrund der heutigen
Lage der Meinungsfreiheit in seinem Land ge-
rechtfertigt. «Ich und jene, die wie ich denken,
sind Zielscheibe der offiziellen Propaganda, ge-
gen die es keine legale Verteidigung gibt», sagte
Dubcek.

-

yzz zele-&f

R . SR A

s-7Botschaft Sacharows -+
an die «Charta 77»

Wien, 26. Okt. Der sowjetische Birgerrechts-
kampfer Andrei Sacharow hat der tschechoslo-
wakischen Menschenrechtsgruppe «gh'fma 77»

\.versichert, dass die vom Prager Frihling 1968
‘geweckten Hoffnungen auf Reformen in der
Menschenrechtsbewegung der Sowjetunion le-

endig geblieben seien. In ¢ine: !
lr)vioskzgmg aufgegebenen Telegramm schrieb der

‘*Friedensnobelpreistrager: « Wir sind zutiefst da-
von iiberzeugt, dass die Bemihungen,
neuerungsprozess in Threm Land aufzuhalten,
vergeblich sind. Sie und wir haben gemeinsame
Hoffnungen.» Das Telegramm

‘haben es drei weitere sowjetische
unterzeichnet. .

In cinem am Sonntag in
den Er-

wurde am Mitt-

woch- von tschechoslowakischen Emigranten-
eisen in Wien verdfTentlicht. Neben Sacharow
habencs. Birgerrechtler
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BLACK COMEDY
IN PRAGUE

Timothy Garton Ash runs up against the Czechoslovak
secret police, who are trying to turn back

the tide of history in Eastern Europe

Prague
A LADY with a red flower would meet us
at breakfast, we were told. She would lead
us to the meeting place. So there we sat in
the faded Jugendstil splendour of the Hotel
Pariz, a score of academics, writers, human
rights activists, and parliamentarians from
Western Europe and the United States,
waiting for our mysterious guide. Most of
our  Czechoslovak hosts for this indepen-
dent symposium ‘Czechoslovakia 88' had
been arrested the day before. Prominent
Western guests had been refused visas by
the Czechoslovak authorities on the
grounds that the planned meeting was
“illegal’ — although by what law they could
not say. The streets around the Pariz were
full of uniformed and secret police. It
looked bad.

Then through the door swept not a lady
with a red flower, but the playwright
Vaclav Havel, the symbolic leader of the
democratic opposition in Czechoslovakia
and chairman of the symposium. He
walked quickly to our table, sat down and
formally declared the meeting open. With-

behind him. *Well, in this moment 1 am
arrested,” said Havel. But before they
hurried him away he managed tu repeat
that he had declared the symposium open.
Sally Laird of Index on Censorship,
photographed the scene. More secret
police moved in to confisccie her film. As
we argued with them, we noticed a massive
woman in a black leather jacket carrying
out just one but a whole bouquet of
flowers. She moved over to us and thrust
into our hands, not the flowers but en-
velopes, inside which we found the most
extraordinary poison-pen letter it Las ever
been my privilege to receive. Typed,
photocopied, unsigned, in English, Ger-
man, French and lialian, it read as follows:
Advertisement

I am warning you that the action called
Symposium Czechoslovakia 88 is illegul and

interests of Czechoslovak working people
and conscquently illegal. In this connection
vour cfforts to take part in this action would
be considered as a manifestation of hostility

in seconds, three plain clothes men were.

-its -performance - woudl be contrary 1o the -

to Czechoslovakia and in virtue of this we
should have to draw relevant consequences
against your person.

But who was the Kafkaesque ‘I'? Some-
one asked the lady with the bouquet to
identify herself. She said she ‘ensured
order in the hotel’. In subsequent con-
versation we tentatively identified her as a
secret police officer who had guarded the
Havel family flat, presenting herself as one

‘Lieutenant Novotna’, which is to say
(roughly) Lieutenant Smith. Briefly de-
tained in a police car the next day, three of

us were again handed this fantastical
‘Advertisement’ (the German version was
headed ‘Achrung’) by another plain clothes
policeman. We asked him whence it came.
From the City Council of Prague, he said at
first. But who was this ‘1I'? we insisted. He
pointed to himself, adding helpfully, as if
we might not realise: ‘Police!”

What we were doing by this time was to
go round in smaller groups visiting such
few of the Czech symposium participants
as were still at home — usually under
house arrest, and the families of those in

bl

prison. Before this we had attempted t¢
reconvene the meeting in a private flat by
police in front of the door had simply
prevented any of our Czech friends gettiny
in. We had shot off a démarche to the
Czechoslovak government at the CSQO
(‘Helsinki’) review conference in Vienna.
We had briefed our ambassadors. We had
laid flowers on the grave of the philosopher
and founding father of Charter 77, Jan
Petoch, a moving ceremony filmed by an
independent video team. We had marched
up to the Central Committee building and
delivered a letter of protest addressed to
the party leader Milos Jakes. A rather
clever-looking official at the door assured
us -— in fluent Russian — that he would
pass the letter on to ‘Comrade Jakes, but
regretted that there was no one to receive
ys on a Saturday. And who was he? What
was his name and position? ‘I just work
here,” he explained shortly, glasnost glint-
ing from his glasses. We had marched
down to the main secret police office in the
Old Town, demanding to know why and
where our hosts were imprisoned. Once
again the officer at the door explained that
no one was working there at the weekend,
a contention somewhat undermined by a
succession of men in plain clothes pushing
through our group to enter the building.

Now, as we paid our individual visits, 1
was interested to observe the surveillunce
techniques of the secret police. Their sheer
number must make a major contribution tv
that full employment whch is one of the
great advantages of socialism. Perhaps
naively, I had not realised before how they
use nicely dressed young couples, boy and
girl walking arm and arm. And then 1 was
glad to note that they, at least, have no
shortage of hard currency, since three of us
alone had the attention of at least two
foreign cars, a blue Ford Sierra and a
snazzy little red Fiat. Spying the latter after
one of our calls, and feeling rather tired
and hungry, we decided to ask our narks
«for a-lift back to our hotel. As we walked
towards them, the driver started the engine
and then pulled slowly away.

Amusing for us — but no joke at all for
our Czech friends sitting in prison. In

THE SPECTATOR 19 November 1988
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theory the Czechslovak authorities’ hand-
ling of the symposium was tactically re-
fined. Earlier this year they got themselves
a terrible press by breaking up a peace
seminar and expelling the foreign partici-
pants — including a certain Hitchens, C.,
late of this journal. Now they would allow
our group, which included such eminent
persons as Lord Avebury of the British
parliamentary human rights group and a
former Dutch foreign minister, to stay on,
but lock up all the Czechs for 48 hours, and
in some cases, immediately again for part
of a further 48 hours, abandoning all but
the barest shreds of legality. We, mean-
while, would be allowed to go where we
pleased. We would have what the Germans
call Narrenfreihet, ‘jester’s freedom’. All
doors would be opened to us, and the
police would usher us courteously into
empty rooms. Better still, we would bring
suffering to the innocent. For if we were
foolish enough to visit anyone not already
well known to the police these people
would surely feel the ‘consequences’ with
which we were merely threatened. In
practice, this exercise in damage-limitation
did not go quite as planned: because of
Havel's marvellous coup de théatre and the
black comedy of Lieutenant Novotna with
her flowers and her ‘advertisements’, be-
cause we made our own protest dramatical-
ly. urbi et orbi, and particularly because
West German television managed to film
Havel's arrest, and to get the film out. As ]
write, it seems certain that the Czechoslo-
vak government is in for another interna-
tional roasting.

What does this little tragi-comedy tell us
about Czechoslovakia in 1988? It tells us,
obviously, that the present Czechoslovak
régime is still going backwards where
Hungary, Poland, and, most important,
the Soviet Union are going forwards,
although not uniformly. Indeed, after the
removal of Mr Strougal last month, the
present government looks more reaction-
ary than ever. As one Czech historian

remarked to me between interrogations —
this is now the government that Brezhnev
dreamed of after the invasion 20) years ago.
But it is a Brezhnevite government without
Brezhnev: a régime whose time has gone.

For this episode also tells us that the
régime which has imposed the grotesque
abnormality of ‘normalisation’ in Czecho-
slovakia for two decades is now profoundly
unsettled, confused and havering. It is
unsettled from the East, for if Gorbachev
is behaving like- Dubcek, and Poland and
Hungary almost like free countries, then
how on earth do they justify their con-
tinued immobility? By reference to the
great socialist model of the German Demo-
cratic Republic? Or perhaps to Bulgaria?

It is unsettled from the West, by the
permanent example of West European
prosperity and freedom, by the importance
which most Western governments now
attach to human rights and internal politic-
al conditions in their conduct of the new
détente, by the Vienna review conference
and the ability of human rights activists
such as those grouped in the international
Helsinki Federation to mobilise public
opinion on these issues.

Last, but by no means least, this régime
is deeply unsettled from below — by the
new flowering of independent initiative
and civil courage within their own country.
It now faces opposition and protest not
merely from the front line of Charter 77,
not only from intellectual samizdat, but
from thousands of young people who have
found the courage to speak out, and the no
less than 600,000 people who have now
signed a petition for religious freedom. On
the 20th anniversary of the Soviet invasion
thousands of mostly young people demons-
trated in the centre of Prague, chanting
‘Dubcek!” and ‘Freedom!" Last month, in a
slightly pathetic attempt to gain some
patriotic credibility, the authorities sud-
denly declared that the 70th anniversary of

10 THE SPECTATOR 19 November 1988

13

Czechoslovakia’s independence on 28
October 1988 be celebrated as a national
holiday. (Canny shopkeepers hedged their
bets by putting in their windows the slogan
‘Long live October!" which could refer
either to Russia’s revolution in 1917 or to
Czechoslovakia’s independence in 1918.)
Then they locked up all the front-line
oppositionists, to ensure that they would
not face a genuinely patriotic manifesta-
tion. Yet that is exactly what they did face,
with a largely spontaneous crowd, again
mainly composed of young people, and
again chanting ‘Freedom!" while being
pursued through the narrow streets.

The police round-ups of oppositionists in
connection with 28 October, and again in
connection with this symposium, are the
worst for years. Augustin Navratil, the
prime mover of the petition for religious
freedom (see ‘The yeoman and the cardin-
al’ in The Spectator, 16 April 1988) has
been confined indefinitely to a mental
hospital with a diagnosis of ‘paranoia
querulens’ — and this at a time when even
the Soviet Union is desisting from the
abuse of psychiatry for political purposes.
On the other hand, there are half-hearted
gestures of reform and relaxation — for
example, allowing devastatingly frank
accounts of the country’s economic stagna-
tion to appear in the official press. As
Tocqueville taught us long ago, such incon-
sistency is characteristic of an ancien
régime in its last years.

How long this twilight period will last,
and how the change will come about,
whether fast or slowly, peacefully or less so
— these are, of course, unanswerable
questions. The answers will depend pri-
marily on developments inside Czechoslo-
vakia, elsewhere in Eastern Europe and in
the Soviet Union. But they will also
depend on us. ‘The world sees you," the
crowd chanted to the police during the 28
October demonstration. But does it really?

In 1988, as at all those turning-points
which were to have been the subject of our
symposium — 1918, when Britain, France
and the United States effectively gave
Tomas Garrigue Masaryk the international
licence to create an independent Czecho-
slovak state; 1938, when, at Munich, Bri-
tain and France sold that independent state
down the river; 1948, with the communist
coup, and 1968, with the Soviet invasion —
in this ‘year of eight® as in all those historic
‘years of eight’, the fate of this small
country in the centre of Europe still
crucially depends on the attitude of the
Western as well as the Eastern world.

Now the current line being peddled to
the West by the Jakes régime goes roughly
like this. *“We really want to press ahead
with our own perestroika, with economic
restructuring above all. But for this we
need order and stability at home. Ordnung
amuss sein. Therefore you must give us
credits and technology while understand-
ing why we have to lock up dangerous
criminal elements’. . . such as Czecho-
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slovakia's greatest living playwright Vaclav
Havel. A pretty feeble line. you might
think, yet incredibly enough there are signs
that some Western powers might half
swallow it. This applies above all to West
Germany and Austria, both of which have
a particular interest in keeping Ordnung in
Czechoslovakia so that the Czechs don't
upset the further progress of their own
particular national convergences with East
Germany and Hungary respectively. More
surprising is the case of France, whose
foreign minister earlier this year made the
extraordinary statement that Czechoslova-
kia's human rights performance was impro-
ving (an assertion he subsequently mod-
ified), and whose President, Frangois Mit-
terrand, has chosen this of all places, and
this of all times, to pay a state visit —
scheduled for early next month.

One might understand his reluctance to
follow in Mrs Thatcher's wake to Poland or
Hungary but this is taking competition a
little too far. To offer political recognition
and economic support to the present
régime in Czechoslovakia is not just moral-
ly abhorrent, it is also politically short-
sighted. Itignores a prime lesson of recent
Euast European history: the longer that
fundamentul reform is delayed, the more
difficult it becomes, and the less likely it is
to occur peacefully. Such an approach is
thus likely to achieve the opposite of the
desired effect. There is a time to praise,
and a ume to scold; a time to finance, and a
time to refrain from financing. This is the
latter.

In the short term, the prospects here
look bleak: above all for the young, the
faithful, the courageous and the indepen-
dent. But not in the longer term. If there is
such a thing as the tide of history, then in
Central Europe today that tide is flowing
Westward. And even if he puts our letter
of protest straight into his personal shred-
der, Comrade Jakes can no more halt the
tide thun old King Canute. There is thus a
more than even chance that in the 1990s
the Czechs and Slovaks will begin to enjoy
some of the greater freedoms and opportu-
nities that are already being enjoyed by
their Hungarian and Polish neighbours —
and perhaps even, just conceivably, with
slightly less of the accompanying economic
distress.

And what, in that cass, would they do
with the likes of Lieutenant Novotna, or
whatever she is really called? Looking at
her muscular physique some of the intellec-
tuals who were sent down the mines in the
1950s might nurse a bitter momentary
thought. But the Czechs are the most
gentle and tolerant of all Central European
peoples. so | have a better idea, inspired by
her remarkable performance in the Hotel
Pariz. |1 think she should go to work in the
theatre. In a theatre which stages Vaclav
Havel's plays. Indeed. she could perform
in one of Havel's plays. I even have a title
for it: Advertisement. She could play her-
self.
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TEMOIGNAGE

UN EPISODE DE LA REPRESSION
ORDINAIRE

Comment un Symposiam prévu. & IPrague. sur Ia « Tehécoslovaquie 1988 »
n‘a pu avoir lleu

E “qp‘;f‘. 2

- ;

uand les poli-
ciers sont ve-
nus chercher
mon mari, il
lui ont dit
qu'ils avaient

seulement un renseignement a
lui demander. Il était en véte-
ments de travail. lls I'ont em-
mene comme ¢a. Il n'est pas
revenu. Cela fait deux jours.
J'ai appele la police. On m'a
renvoyee d'un numero a |'au-
tre. Je ne sais pas ou il est.
Cela va durer jusqu'a lundi,
probablement. ‘lﬂe relache-
ront pour qu'il reprenne le
travail. Depuis le debut d’oc-
tobre, cela fait quatre fois que
mon mari est ainsi emmeneé
par la police et qu'il passe un
week-end - ou plus - dans
ses locaux. La garde a vue
dure, legalement, quarante-
huit heures mais, ici, il n'est
pas rare que la police, ayant
relache quelqu'un au bout de
ce delai, I'arréte a nouveau
pour la méme duree, puis le
relache. Cela peut se repro-
duire une ou plusieurs (ois... »
Nous sommes a Prague, le
vendredi 11 novembre, chez
un ancien professeur d'univer-
site. C'est sa [emme qui nous
regoit : lui, il est ailleurs, elle
ne sait ou, sous garde poli-
ciere.

Nous, nous sommes quatre,
pour cette visite du soir im-
provisée : M. Van der Stoel,
ancien ministre des Affaires
etrangeres des Pays-Bas, lord
Eric Avebury, du groupe par-
lementaire des droits de
I'homme du Royaume-Uni,
M. Gerald Nagler, Suédois,
directeur executif de la Fede-
ration internationale pour
I'application de l'acte final
d'Helsinki (1975) et moi-
méme.

Pour comprendre la raison
de notre visite, il faut expli-
quer que nous sommes a Pra-
gue pour un symposium sur la
« Tchecoslovaquie 1988 ».
C'est une initiative des mem-
bres de la Charte 77. En pro-
venance de plusieurs pays
d’Europe et des Etats-Unis,
une vingtaine de personnes
sont presentes, le 11 novem-
bre au matin, a I'hotel Le
Paris, pour I'ouverture de ce
symposium. Chercheurs, jour-
nalistes, historiens spécialistes
en science politique ou en éco-
nomie, membres de mouve-
ments de droits de |'homme,
nous sommes tous interesses
par cette rencontre. Nous es-
perons y entendre les Tcheéco-
slovaques qui ont, de leur
cote, prepare des communica-
tions sur diflerents thémes
touchant le passe, le present
et I'avenir de leur pays.

la Charte 77. (Photo Sygma.)

Mais, dés notre arrivee, cet
espoir a faibli : afin d'empe-
cher la tenue du symposium,
la police a préventivement ar-
rete les organisateurs, sauf
Vaclav Havel, le dramaturge
bien connu, I'un des fonda-
teurs de la Charte, qui a pu
echapper aux recherches.
Pourra-t-il venir? Nul ne le
sait. Mais voici que, sur le
coup de 8 h 45, il penétre dans
la salle. Il s'approche de la
table od ngus prenons le petit
dejeuner. glmu. debout, il de-
clare, en anglais : « L'immeu-
ble est cerne. Je vais étre ar-
réte. Je declare que le
symposium international sur
la Tchécoslovaquie 1988 est
ouvert. » A peine a-t-il eu le
temps de dire cela que deux
fiers-a-bras, membres de la
police secrete, se précipitent
sur lui et, sans menagement,
le neutralisent et I'emmenent.

Le symposium, prive de ses
membres tchecoslovaques, ne
roum pas avoir lieu. La po-
ice ne se contente pas d'em-
pécher le symposium de se
tenir. Elle essaie d'intimider
les participants venus de
|'etranger. Par un papier dis-
tribué au moment de I'arres-
tation, elle nous informe - en

uatre langues! - « que l'ac-
tion nommee Symposium « la
Tcheécoslovaquie 1988 » est
illegale et que sa realisation
serait en contradiction avec
les interéts du peuple travail-

B Vaclav Havel, dramaturge tchécoslovaque, un des fondatewrs de

Y

&,

leur tchécoslovaque et elle est
alors illegale. A I'egard de
cette realite, votre intention
de prendre part a cette action
serait consideree comme un
signe d'hostilité contre la Re-
publique socialiste tchécoslo-
vaque et il serait inevitable de
tirer des consequences néces-
saires contre vous ».

Face a cette arrestation et &
ce message, NOUS reagissons.
Plusieurs demarches sont
fixées : communique remis
aux journalistes presents -
séance impromptue entre une
quinzaine d'ambassadeurs ou
conseillers d'ambassade et les
participants du symposium,
tous invités par |'ambassa-
deur des Pays-Bas - temps
de recueillement sur la tom
de Jan Patocka, fondateur de
la Charte 77 - message &
Augustin Navratil, initiateur
de la declaration sur les droits
des chretiens signee par
500000 personnes, interne
dans un hopital psychiatrique
a Khomenz (a 250 km de
Prague) et, surtout, décision
de rendre visite, par petits
groupes, aux familles des per-
sonnes arrétees, avec leur ac-
cord préalable.

Voila pourquoi nous som-
mes 3, ce soir du 11 novem-
bre, a ecouter cette femme
jeune nous parler avec calme
de sa vie quotidienne, pertur-
bée par les verations dont son

mari est l'objet. Docteur en -

philosophie, il a été I'un des
premiers signataires de la
Charte 77, ce qui lui a valu
d'abord d'étre dechu de sa
fonction universitaire et
d'avoir a enseigner dans une
ecole sans importance, puis
d'étre raye des cadres de |'en-
seignement et d'étre reduit a
un emploi subalterne dans une
briqueterie. Malgre tout, il
poursuit inlassablement son
action, dans l'esprit de la
Charte. Recemment, il a
meéme participe a un colloque
sur les droits de I'homme, a
Moscou. Il a pu y prendre la

" parole. Sa femme le comprend

et le soutient, sans étre mélee
directement a son action.
Pour sa part, elle parle ouver-
tement de ce qu'elle sait, elle
dit comment les choses se pas-
sent dans la societe tcheque.
Elle apprecie le soutien de
nombreux amis. Elle se consa-
cre surtout a l'education de
leurs deux enfants. Au mo-
ment de |'au revoir, en souve-
nir, elle nous donne, a chacun,
1'un de ces petits pains d'epice
= cloches, sapins ou couron-
nes - enneiges de grains
blancs, qu'elle prépare avec
eux pour le jour de Noél!...

Ainsi, dans un climat de
repression ordinaire, vivent
des hommes et des femmes
qui, depuis la publication de
la Charte, le 1 janvier 1977,
aimeraient, comme il est écrit
dans la Charte 77, « mener un
dialogue constructif avec le
pouvoir politique, notamment
en attirant 'attention sur dif-
ferents cas concrets de viola-
tion des droits de |'homme et
du citoyen, en preparant la
documentation appropriée, en
proposant des solutions, en
présentant diverses sugges-
tions plus generales, suscepti-
bles d'approfondir ces droits
et leurs garanties, en agissant
comme intermediaire dans
d'éventuelles situations de
conflit que peut provoquer
I'injustice ». Malgre les obsta-
cles et les embiiches, ces hom-
mes et ces femmes espérent,
comme les 243 premiers signa-
taires, que « la Charte 77
apportera sa contribution a ce
que tous les citoyens en Tche-
coslovaquie puissent travail-
ler et vivre comme des hom-
mes libres ».

Le symposium prévu n'a
donc pas eu lieu mais les reac-
tions des Tchéques aux mesu-
res d'empéchement, de
controle et d'intimidation
montrent que la flamme de la
liberte brille dans I'obscurite
de la repression ordinaire.

Pierre TOULAT
Secrétaire de la Commission
[rangaise Justice et Pais.

VENDREDI 9 NOUERMRAE 1029 — 11 Crnty I'Pvenement —
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Rude pravo, 14 November 1988
ATTEMFT AT A FROVOCATION

A fortnight after the provocative action by anti-socialist
forces the same group of people now attempted to stage another
form of provocation. They had the cooperation of organisations

for psychological warfare of the NATO countries. Western broad-
casting stations also took an activce part. What was it all
about?

Last weekend the so-called Charter 77 intended to hold a

symposium in Prague under the title "Czechoslovakia 88" .
According to the foreign press, some twenty persons
representing various officisl and unofficial structure=s in the
West, were to arrive here under the cloak of tourismi; many of
these persons are acting from extreme anti-Czecheoslovak

positions.

The interest of thesze so-called touricsts did not focus on

cultural sites 1in our capital, but on irmciting so-called
dissidents tc even more intensive anti-socialist activity. Their
intentions backfired. With the use of material, prepared 1in
advance, they intended to discredit our social system and wvilify
our country in the meighbouring countries. According to the
foreign precs, this material, frequertly glorifying the
political structures before 1938, is said to describe our past

historical developmente from subiectivist positions and even full
of contradictions. Seversl of the orgamnisers have been detained.

A csimilar event with the same political obiectives was
organised in Vienna last Sunday by emigré and other centres. EBRoth
these actiomns had one and the same purpose: tc cast doubt not
only on the endeavour ocf our Farty and csaciety towards
restructuring, but to complicate the negotiations of the Vienna
meeting. and, in cormtradiction with the Final Act of the
Confererice on European Security and Cooperation, to interfere in
the internal atfairs of Czechoslovakia and violate
Czechoslovakia’s sovereignty.

Vaclav Dolezal
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BOTSCHAFT

DER TSCHECHOSLOWAKISCHEN SOZIALISTISCHEN REPUBLIK
5300 BONN-IPPENDORF : FERDINANDSTRASSE 27

Bonn, den 17. 11. 1988

Press Release

Weitere Provokation in Prag

-— - - e e S S e S e - e G - e e e . e

Es ist nicht so lange her, seit die antisozialistischen
politischen Strukturen in der Tschechoslowakei am Staatsfeier-
tag - dem Grindungstag unserer Republik (28. Oktober) - Unru-
he und Unfrieden zu stiften versuchten, die einen Eingriff
von Ordnungskrdften erforderlich machten. An diesem Wochenende
liessen ihre Anfiihrer, mit dem Reprdsentanten der "Charta 77"
VAclav Havel an der Spitze,erneut von sich horen. Sie berie-
fen das sog. Seminar “Tschechoslowakei 88" nach Prag ein und
vergassen dabei nicht viele ihrer politischen Seelenverwandten
aus Westeuropa dazu einzuladen.

Internationalen Anspruch sollte diesem Seminar eine zum
gleichen Zeitpunkt im benachbarten Wien stattfindende Versammlun
verleihen. Dieser durchaus nicht zufallig zusammengerufenen Ge-
sellschaft ging es Keineswegs um unschuldige Meditationen iiber
Geschichte und Gegenwart, sondern - wie schliesslich schon
mehrmals -~ um eine Einschatzung der Moglichkeit, inwieweit es
die im Lande verlaufenden politischen und gesellschaftlichen
Prozesse gestatten wiirden, die politische Opposition weiter ra-
dikal 2u gestalten, um diese dann schliesslich auch zum Her-
vorrufen von Chaos und Anarchie zu .legalisieren. Und es ist
kein Geheimnis, dass bei ahnlichen trauten Zusammenkiinften

zwischen eigenen und fremden Exponenten das taktische Vorge-
hen abgesprochen wird.

Dazu ist festzustellen, dass diejenigen, die diesmal in
Prag auftauchen,.gentgend Erfahrung darin besitzen, um mit der
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Schlussakte von Helsinki - die sie selbst in flagranter
Weise verletzen - winkend, mit ihrem giftigen Speichel einepn
souveranen Staat und seine Gesellschaftsordnung zu besudeln.

Eben in der Schlussakte wird angefilhrt, dass die Unter-
zeichnerstaaten die "souvarene Gleichberechtigung und Indivi.
dualitdt... zu denen auch das Recht eines jeden Staates auf
rechtliche Gleichberechtigung, territoriale Integritat, auf
Freiheit und politische Unabhangigkeit achten werden. Sie
werden auch gegenseitig ihr Recht respektieren, sich ihr
politisches, gesellschaftliches, wirtschaftliches und kultur
System frei zu wahlen, sowie auch ihr Recht, eigene Gesetze !
Vorschriften zu bestimmen."”

(vgl. X § 2 E - Schlussakte, Teil 1,a/Kap.l.)

Kein vernunftiger Mensch ist in einem Land mit geordnet
Verhaltnissen daran interessiert auf die Ratschldge derjermig:
zu horen, die, obwohl mit akademischen Titeln behangen und d
diplomatischen Alphabets michtig, nicht 2zu begreifen vermogel
dass sie Gaste eines Landes sind, das sich im Ceiste des vor
stehend genannten Dokumentes eigene Gesetze und eine eigene
Rechtsordnung festgelegt hat und dass diese Gesetze fiir jede
mann gelten.

Und so stellt sich beim Schreiben dieser Zeilen unwillki
lich die Frage: Geht es in dieser so ungewdhnlich gut synahr
nisierten Kampagne einer Handvoll in- und auslandischer Leut
doppelter Moral um eine rein tschechoslowakische Angelegenhe
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STATEMENT BY AMBASSADOR WARREN ZIMMERMANN
CHAIRMAN OF THE UNITED STATES DELEGATION
TO THE VIENNA CSCE FOLLOW-UP MEETING

INFORMAL HEADS VIENNA, AUSTRIA
OF DELEGATION MEETING NOVEMBER 15, 1988

MR. CHAIRMAN,

LAST WEEKEND, A SYMPOSIUM -- "CZECHOSLOVAKIA '88" =-- WAS TO
HAVE BEEN HELD IN PRAGUE TO ASSESS THE PLACE OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA
IN EUROPEAN HISTORY. GIVEN THE HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF
CZECHOSLOVAKIA, NOT TO MENTION ITS DEEP INTELLECTUAL AND
CULTURAL TRADITIONS, SUCH A SYMPOSIUM PROMISED TO INCREASE
KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING OF A COUNTRY WHOSE PEOPLE HAVE
SUFFERED MUCH AND ACHIEVED MUCH.

UNFORTUNATELY, IN LINE WITH A DIFFERENT TRADITION - ONE OF
SCORN FOR INDIVIDUAL EXPRESSION =-- THE CZECHOSLOVAK GOVERNMENT
PREVENTED THE MEETING FROM TAKING PLACE. SEVERAL INTERESTED
VISITORS FROM ABROAD, INCLUDING SOME AMERICANS, WERE PERMITTED
TO ENTER PRAGUE, BUT ALL WERE KEPT UNDER CLOSE AND USUALLY
OBTRUSIVE POLICE SURVEILLANCE. NONE OF THE CZECHOSLOVAK
CITIZENS WHO ORGANIZED THE EVENT OR PLANNED TO PARTICIPATE IN
IT WERE AVAILABLE TO MEET WITH THEM. AT LEAST TWENTY SUCH
PERSONS HAD EITHER BEEN TAKEN AWAY BY THE POLICE AND WERE
SITTING SOMEWHERE IN DETENTION, OR WERE THREATENED WITH
DETENTION IF THEY WERE FOUND IN PRAGUE. THE CHAIRMAN OF THE
ORGANIZING COMMITTEE, VACLAV HAVEL, WAS ABLE TO AVOID DETENTION
UNTIL FRIDAY. JUST AS HE ENTERED THE HOTEL WHERE THE FOREIGN
VISITORS WERE GATHERED AND OPENED THE MEETING, THE POLICE
GRABBED HIM AND TOOK HIM AWAY AS WELL. THE FOREIGN
PARTICIPANTS WERE SUBSEQUENTLY WARNED THAT THEIR EFFORTS TO
TAKE PART IN THE SYMPOSIUM "WOULD BE CONSIDERED AS A
MANIFESTATION OF HOSTILITY TO CZECHOSLOVAKIA'" AND THREATENED
THAT THE AUTHORITIES WOULD "DRAW RELEVANT CONSEQUENCES"™ AGAINST
THESE PEOPLE.

ORGANIZED ON THE WELL-FOUNDED BELIEF THAT THE CZECHOSLOVAK
AUTHORITIES WOULD NOT RESPECT THE RIGHTS OF THEIR CITIZENS, A
PARALLEL SYMPOSIUM WAS HELD HERE IN VIENNA. THE PAPERS
PREPARED FOR THE PRAGUE SYMPOSIUM WERE DISCUSSED. I HAVE READ
MOST OF THEM. I WOULD SUGGEST THAT THE CZECHOSLOVAK DELEGATION
DO THE SAME, FOR I WOULD LIKE TO HEAR FROM THAT DELEGATION
EXACTLY WHAT IT IS IN THOSE PAPERS THAT SO THREATENED THE
GOVERNMENT IT REPRESENTS. WAS IT A CALL FOR RESPECT FOR HUMAN
RIGHTS AND FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION? WAS IT A DIFFERING, POSSIBLY
EVEN A MORE OBJECTIVE INTERPRETATION, OF CZECHOSLOVAK HISTORY?
OR WAS THE THREAT SIMPLY THAT SOME INDIVIDUALS TRIED TO
ASSEMBLE TO DISCUSS THE HISTORY OF THEIR OWN COUNTRY WITHOUT
GOVERNMENT APPROVAL?
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I CAN SEE NO DANGER IN THE IDEAS EXPRESSED IN THOSE PAPERS,
NOR IN THE DISCUSSION OF THEM THAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN MADE IN
PRAGUE AND HAD INSTEAD TO BE MADE IN VIENNA. INSTEAD, THE
DANGER IS TO BE FOUND IN THE ACTIONS OF THE CZECHOSLOVAK
AUTHORITIES AGAINST THE ORGANIZERS. THE CONTEMPT THEY DISPLAYED
FOR THE RIGHTS OF CZECHOSLOVAK CITIZENS AMOUNTS TO CONTEMPT FOR
THE VIENNA MEETING AND THE CSCE PROCESS IN WHICH CZECHOSLOVAKIA
PLEDGED TO RESPECT THOSE RIGHTS.

D e T T .k L T I e e e L L L L L T T T T T

IT'S A LESSON OFTEN TAUGHT, BUT RARELY LEARNED, THAT
DICTATORSHIPS TEND TO EXACERBATE THE VERY PROBLEMS WHICH THEY
SEEK BY REPRESSION TO ELIMINATE. IRONICALLY, SEVERAL OF THE
WOULD-BE PARTICIPANTS IN THE ABORTIVE SYMPOSIUM TREATED THAT
THEME IN THEIR DISCUSSION PAPERS. JIRI HAJEK, A FORMER
FOREIGN MINISTER OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA, WROTE: '"AT PRESENT THE
PRAGUE SPRING IS ACTUALLY GETTING ITS REHABILITATION FROM
WHERE IN 1968 THE BRUTAL BLOW WAS AIMED AGAINST IT. IT
BECOMES ALL THE MORE NECESSARY TO REVIVE ITS SPIRIT IN THE
COUNTRY OF ITS ORIGIN." AND VACLAV HAVEL, THE CHAIRMAN OF THE
SYMPOSIUM, WROTE THAT AN INDEPENDENT CULTURE IN A CLOSED

SOCIETY CAN BE A DOUBLE-EDGED WEAPON: "IT GIVES TO ANY
INTELLECTUAL ACTIVITY A DIMENSION IT DOES NOT HAVE IN OPEN
SOCIETIES - AN ADDED "RADIOACTIVITY'" - OTHERWISE PEOPLE WOULD

NOT BE PUT IN JAIL FOR THEIR WRITINGS."

THE CZECHOSLOVAK GOVERNMENT DOES NOT WANT TO UNDERSTAND
THIS. IT WANTS TO BELIEVE, AS RUDE PRAVO CHARGED YESTERDAY,
THAT THE EVENTS OF LAST WEEK AND PREVIOUS WEEKS WERE THE WORK
OF ALIENS, FOREIGN RADIOS, NATO TYPES. THE CZECHOSLOVAK

‘GOVERNMENT DOES NOT WANT TO UNDERSTAND THE O0BVIOUS TRUTH THAT

DISSENT IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA IS NOT PROVOKED FROM OUTSIDE, AS IT
LUDICROUSLY ASSERTS, BUT IS THE PRODUCT OF ITS OWN POLICIES OF
REPRESSION. IT DOES NOT WANT .TO UNDERSTAND THAT REPRESSION
ONLY BREEDS A GREATER DESIRE FOR LIBERTY. THE EVIDENCE IS
RIGHT BEFORE ITS EYES - LAST FRIDAY, THE DAY THAT THE
"CZECHOSLOVAKIA '88" SYMPOSIUM WAS SUPPRESSED, A CZECHOSLOVAK
HELSINKI COMMITTEE WAS ESTABLISHED IN PRAGUE. THE
CZECHOSLOVAKIA GOVERNMENT DOES NOT WANT TO UNDERSTAND THAT
FREEDOM IS LIKE THE HYDRA OF CLASSICAL MYTHOLOGY - IF YOU CUT
OFF ONE OF ITS HEADS, NEW HEADS WILL GROW. AND IT DOES NOT
WANT TO UNDERSTAND THAT, IN THE END, FREEDOM WILL PREVAIL.
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CESKOSLOYVENSKO 8 8
Mezindrodni sympozium "Ceskoslovensko v evropském d&ni 1918-1988"
Praha, 11. - 13. listopadu 1988

CZECHOSLOVAKTIA 8 8
International symposium "Czechoslovakia in the European context,
1918-1988". Prague, 1lth - 13th November, 1988
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Seznam referAtl piripravenych k 9. listopadu 1988:
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Written for the international symposium CZECHOSLOVAKIA °88

Milan Sime&ka:

Czechoslovakia 1988 - our prospects to the end of the century

Czechoslovakia was constituted seventy years ago with
noble intentions and on the basis of worthy ideals. It is
possible to blame all the subsequent tragedies that have be-
fallen this country on the fact that our geographical situ-
ation in Europe has not been particularly favourable for such
intentions and ideals. We tell ourselves that if we were
located somewhere else in the temperate zone, where, let's
say, we would have Danes or Dutchmen for neighbours, the demo-
cratic Republic that Masaryk envisaged would still be flour-
ishing. But what hopes did it have here, in that part of
Europe which is supposed to be the lynch-pin to the domination
of the entire-continent? The sutcessive capitulations of
1938, 1948 and 1968 therefore seem to us the outcome of our
sorry geographical situation.

I will side-step the issue of whether another nation, one
bolder and less calculating than our own, would have survived
here in a more dignified manner than we have. Perhaps. But
not necessarily so. The impression I get is that the younger
generation in this country does not have much time for the
nation's once traditional lamentations over our repeated fail-
ures to use our military capability. In the event, when it
came to each of those three capitulations there were always
those who defended their beliefs without waiting for orders
from the general staff. What we really should be thinking
about here, is the zealous collaboration which succeeded all
those capitulations. This was particularly true after 1968,
when we provided a demonstration of collaborationist zeal
without parallel in Eastern Europe. And it is not just the
politicians - of whom we expect such behaviour - who have been
to blame. Why, for instance, did we so meekly conform to
foreign notions about how a nation in Central Europe should
live? Why, for instance, are there plenty of fairly well-

-educated people .still prepared: to lie about .the past and the
present, when the risk of speaking the truth is far less than

after 1948, say, and now that no one can be excused on the
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rounds of utopian fervour or plain ignorance? In my view
his the main obstacle preventing us asserting ourselves.

The only reason I mention it, though, is because as we
pproach the end of the century that saw the birth of our
tate, it is now immensely important for us to overcome our
omplex about our geographical situation. For one thing,
urope is changing, even here in the East. Fifty years on,
here are budding hopes that we might once more decide our own
uture in co-operation with other nations rather than at their
ehest. After all, for many yvears now we have been asking
urselves incredulously how is it possible that the way we
ive - morally, politically, culturally, economically and
therwise - should remain unchanged right to the end of the
entury? Must we slide into the' sort of economic and social
.ecline that we see in Poland, for instance, before finding a
ensible .solution and winning back sovereignty over our own
uture?

I know that after all the disappointments of the past,
here are plenty of people in our country who have lost all
nterest in anfthing that falls outside the scope of their
wrivate lives. Many of them are imbued with distrust, sus-
vicion and apathy, while others have simply taken their leave
'f this unfriendly corner of Europe. However, the chance we
1ave now differs from those earlier occasions because it
‘annot be terminated by force. In the fifties and sixties
)eople of my own and older generations used frequently to talk
ibout "the pendulum effect". Whenever the pendulum of perse-
'ution and idiocy swung to a more congenial position, we would
i1ave to take a deep breath and do something before the pendu-
.um swung back again. What we are now witnessing on all
iides, and particularly in the Soviet Union, is no pendulum.
here is no way back: the pendulum has got stuck. And even
:hose who got us into the present situation are aware of it
:00.

Reluctant though I am to do so, I cannot help using some
.essons of the crisis development (to borrow a phrase) in
jupport of this argument, albeit sketchily. From time immem-
rial, many self-sacrificing people with a social conscience
ind a hatred of poverty, shared the idea that human society

leserved at last to be organised along rational lines accord-
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ing to a scientific design, instead of caprice and the baser
aspects of human nature. That design matured in the nine-
teenth century, when Marx provided a theoretical basis for it.
According to time-honoured tradition, such schemes were known
as "socialism" or "communism", although the designation has no
real bearing, since the essence of the whole idea was never
the final purpose of the design, but the design itself, as a
panacea and saviour which would bring humankind's aimless
wanderings to an end.

The project for a just and happy future was so alien to
the way of life of those days that its authors could not con-
ceive its realisation other than in terms of violent revol-
utionary change. The theoreticians dismissed this rather
unpleasant aspect of their scheme by asserting that violence
existed anyway and that this new violence would last only a
short time, just long enough to open the gates to the realm of
liberty.

However, when they tried to put the design into practice,
first in Russia and then in Eastern Europe, Asia, Africa and
Cuba (as well as in Cambodia - yes, Cambodia, too!) that
"temporary" violence tended to stick around, while the gates
to the realm of liberty remained firmly shut. Violence in all
forms, both brutal and slightly more civilised, started to
operate according to its own rules and become institutional-
ised. Within that climate of violence, society restructured
itself, a new class was created, social interests merged
again, and so on. Forty years ago, our republic too was drawn
into that design and put up as feeble a resistance then as
before or since. The various factors that influenced the way
things turned out have all been precisely documented. Seventy
years after the first experiment, the record is there for all
to see. As it stands it is depressing, but if one considers
the human sacrifices which the project has demanded, the re-
cord is morally damning. That applies even more in our case,
since we did not start off in poverty and destruction like
some others. This only makes our location in Europe rankle

with us all the more. (I will share the following disquieting

~..thought with you.parenthetically: What if we never had a

Western Europe clearly visible across the fence? What if we

never had the opportunity for comparison? After all, we are



better off than we were forty years ago. We have enough bread
and meat, the cake-shops are full of goodies, there are more
cars and fridges, and we have televisions that we never had
before. But for the chance to compare ourselves with the
West, wouldn't most people today still be giving thanks to
Stalin for letting us into paradise? In the light of its
implications, it isn't a pleasant thought.)

Awareness of the project's failure is now widespread and
growing stronger as evidence floods in from every quarter.
Only recently we have even heard our own politicians declare
that the present state of affairs cannot be allowed to conti-
nue. However here we come to the root of the issue's "Czecho-
slovak specific" as the papers here say - our national
peculiarity. People feel that the programme of perestroika we
are being offered by our politicians is not sincerely meant.
The fact is that it sounds so unreal to hear talk of "reforms"
and "changes" from the lips of those who have had the power to
put such ideas into practice for years now, but instead have
trampled them under foot.

Thinking about our own specific situation brings me to
the issue of the ruling party, that we inevitably stumble
against, however conciliatory we may seek to be. When the
present ruling party came to power forty years ago, it was
made up of a very different assortment of people than today.
Many of its members had been drawn to it as a radical reaction
to their wartime experience, many had a strong social con-
‘science based on recollections of pre-war crises and unem-
ployment. The membership included intellectuals who had
committed themselves to a utopian vision, as well as many,
many people who believed the Party's false promises. I knew
those people well because I was later to be of their number.
Over the next few years that fairly luxuriant community was
systematically pruned back. The latest pruning of the Party
after 1968 left only a stump. Any remaining commitment to the
truth and the Party's early ambitions expired, along with all
remaining personal endeavours by Party members to use power to
do good. People have no illusions about the nature of the
~present ruling party. Forty years on, .it.is held together at
the centre by those who enjoy being in power and the benefits

that accrue from it. However that is a generalisation and

27



28

like all such generalisations it is merciless, such as the
generalisation about class affiliation we all knew in the old
days. For while it may be generally true, within the Party
there are also people trying to run factories to the best of
their ability in the given circumstances, build water-mains
for their communities, run their co-operatives in such a way
as to benefit their members, etc. None the less, the over-
whelming majority of Party members nowadays are people who
wanted to make it easier for their children to get an educa-
tion or who sought personal promotion with their
organisational or other skills, as well as the many who do not
enjoy even the most paltry privileges. It is here that scope
for national reconciliation is being created.

The resultant situation within the ruling party is not
ideologically determined and socdialism doesn't even come into
it. Any group of people would fall prey to this degenerative
disease if it held power for so long, particularly with such a
narrow inner circle. Any group that lays claim to a monopoly
of power in society inevitably decays.

Those are the specific features of our situation in
Czechoslovakia, and they were underlined in red by the most
recent of our capitulations. In other countries of eastern
Europe it is conceivable that the doors to the future will be
opened by a pro-reform section of the Communist Party. Here,
though, any reform-minded Communists were eliminated in the
seventies, and if there are still any of them secretly around
in the Party, they are not letting on - more's the pity. 1In
the Soviet Union, the reformers' achievements in glasnost are
admirable.

That was, in brief, the historical case against the pen-
dulum theory. The situation I have described offers much
better prospects to the end of the century than one might
imagine. We have no illusions left - but no ideology either.
The only hope we have of avoiding the bitter end is to achieve
the broadest national consensus about change and the tran-
sition to democratic decision-making, about pluralism without
any ulterior motives, about the free choice of goals and

-representatives - with no one excluded a:priori, and finally
about a moral renewal, so that we may lose no time in extrica-

ting ourselves from the lies that have poisoned our nation's



soul. There can be no other legitimacy except that which
derives from the freely declared will of the people.

I do not think that one may justifiably complain about
the lack of a programme. Over the past decade, an alternative
programme has been formulated for almost every area of
national life. If one considers the documents published by
Charter 77, they alone contain enough good ideas to last to
the end of the century at least. Moreover one has to take
into account what is happening elsewhere in Europe. Success-
ful governments in decent and prospering democratic countries
are all equally pragmatic. They all tend to balance various
social interests on the basis of conciliation rather than
conflict, and they are always either right or left of centre
in the final analysis. Our people's mentality is no different
from that of its nearest neighbours, and if they had had the
opportunity to choose, they would have opted for that sort of
solution at all crucial moments of our history. After all,
the civilisation to which we belong because of our origins
doesn't have much choice about where it goes from here. It
cannot choose war as a means of solving international disputes
or social conflict, because it would wipe itself out in the
process. It has to achieve an equitable distribution both of
work and of the wealth it has acquired. And lastly, it must
restore the balance between its industrial activity and the
natural environment which has been so ruthlessly exploited.

The situation in our country after seventy years of our
state's existence does not give much cause for rejoicing. But
however paradoxical it may sound, I happen to believe that out
of all the East European countries ours is the best placed for
achieving, by the end of the century, the freedom to determine
its own future and not be a burden on Europe. This assertion
flows from what I said earlier. Our nation will not be
enticed by any halfrbaked or hypocritical solutions any more,
nor will they 1lift a finger to assist them. 1In spite of all
the failings and backwardness of its technology, our economy
is in better shape than anywhere else in the East. We have no
debts and someone can collect a state decoration for that
-iachievement on their way out.of office. ..Citizens' initiatives
are now coming into existence as part of the normal course of

things. Similarly the the natural authority of those people
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with a greater sense of responsibility towards the nation's
future than others is growing all the time. Awareness of
human rights is becoming widespread. Fear is gradually aba-
ting - the fear of the merciless political regime which has
paralysed us over the past fifty years. As a consequence of
the changes in the Soviet Union the iron grip which we have
been held until now is beginning to loosen.

Maybe by the end of the century it will turn out that this
republic was founded in quite a favourable corner of the
continent. It was just that it took an awful time before the
advantages of its setting became evident. The inevitable must
come. What amazes me is that there are people around who fail

to see or sense it.

30th September 1988

Translated by A.G.Brain.



Zpeech Jagnes Rupnik for Vienna Faralell Seminar
CZECHOSLOVAETA 238
November 11-13, 1988

"Le monde ne sera sauvé, £'il peut 178tre, gus par des insoumis.
Ganz euwx oc'en serait fait de notre civilisation, de  notre
cul ture, de ce gue nous aimions et gui domnait & notre existence
sur  cette terre une dustification secreéte. Ile <=ont., ces
insoumiz, “le sel de la terre’ et les recsponsable=z de Dieu.™
Andre Gide, Journal, 1939.

"It didn"t reguire great character at all

our refusal, disagreement and resistance

we had a shred of necessary courage

but fundamentally it was a matter of taste.” Zbigniew Herbert.

Ferhaps nowhere else in postwar East-Central BEurope has the

dilemma of the intellectuals - torn between power and society

bheern more sharply focu I tharn in Crechoslovakia. In 1942, the
overwhelming madority of the Czech (and to some extent the
Slavak) intellectuals supported the Communist  takeovers they

identified with the new party-state and itse ideology. which in
turn  rewarded them with the illusion of power and the realities
of privilegs. In 1986, the zituation iz guite the opposite: in

the face of a relentless "mormal isation” PEOUESES, the
intellectuales defy political authority and assume the role of the
"conscience of the nation”. The mi irng link bhetwssen these two
contrasting situations is, of cours=ss, 17942: the triumph and the
demize of the Czech intellectual; "enlighterning" the ruler (the

Farty) in the Spring, exprezsing the resistance of a society in
the lang Winter which has nobt vet ended.
The odyessey of the Crech intellectuals thus appears as  a

perfect illustration of the European intellectual s love affair
with Marwiem and Communism. It iz the story of the "God that

failed", and the protagonists insist that it cam only he proper-—
ly understood in its historical context: the gradual erosion of
messianic ideals by the praxis of social engineering. the story
of chanoe withinm intellectual and political generations
(AT o iehm) .

There is indeed a story to be told, but the 1948 version is
too neat to be trus; as always, 1t depends on who is telling the

story. The laszst two decadess brought a climate of introspection
and critical reexamination of the role of the intellectuals. By
revealing that there are different "stories", it challenged the
hitherto prevailing linear interpretation of postwar Czech

intellectual history and restored pluwalism and differentiation
within the intelligent=sia.

I. The "Betrayal of the Clerks"

Czechoslovakia was the country where the Communists obtailned
the large=st popular beacking in Europe after the war: nearly 40
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per  cent in the free elections of 1%44. They also enjoyed the
broadest  intellectual support. Or the eve of the February 1948
takeaver, the Communists  published & brochure entitled "My
Attitude Towards the Communist Farty" (Mol pomer The
liet of well-known witers and artists who gave support
reads like a "Who'z Who" of the Czechoslovak intellectual elite
of the time. In the preface. the Minister of Information (and
senior Soviet intelligence officer), Vaclayvy Eopecky, explained
this support by arquwing that the Communist Farty bhad taken over
the role of the bourgecisie as the only force capable of wuniting
the interest of a class and with that of the whole nation.
Whether or rfnot the impressive list of intellectuals who lent
their names to the Farty’s campaign actually believed such
rationalisations, it could be argued that the Czechoszslovak
Communists’ success seemed to follow & Gramscian model :
winning = "oultural  hegemony'"  in society =ven before  they
actually held the complete monopoly on political  power. The
triumph and staying power of Czech Stalimism {and conversely. the
weakness  of resistance Lo 1t) can be accounted for not Jus by
the terror that cams after 1948, but above all by the fact that
the Communists congquered more than state power - they took  over
the system of values, the svmbolic s=structure of the meaning that
individuals and society giwve to their actions. The emergence of
the "orgamic  intellectual', confusing truth with pelitical
expedlency., waz not, in Crechoslovakia, the result of terror but
of "conviction". "The pressure of the s=tate machine is nothing
compared with  the pressure of a convincing argument," wrote
Czeslaw Milosz. Im The Captive Mind, he gave us memorable
portraits of Folish intellectus & seduced by the "new faith" that
came in from the East formey Catholic nationalists
(Andrzeiewski) and survivors of the death camps; prewar fellow
travelers and postwar converts, sometimes returning from exile
(Gatczvyhski, Stonimski). A mixture of fascination and a feeling
of impotence, apportunism  and  the need to belong to  an
irreszsistible and irreverzible force of History.

"Why  did T become & Communist?" asks the main character in
Milan FEundera®s novel The Joke, arid explains that it was the
excitement of belonging to a movemsnt which was at the '"steering
wheel of history". "St the time we could really decide the fate
of the people" -~ they were not Jjust "dizzy with power"  but
intoxicated at the prospect of mastering history as well. Mar:,
after all, declared that the task of the intellectuals was no
longer to  dinterpret  the world but to change it. Thus
understanding "utopia in  powsr" refers to the ancient diwvide
between wvita activa and vita contemplativa.

Eut there iz also, Milosz suqaested, an element of deceit,
what he called "the art of the ksbtman", of  outward conformism
transposed from the Islamic to the Communist world. Ty the point




when it hecame unclear who was deceiving whom: to what extent was
"the power'" aware (and how much did it mind) being deceived by
the writer™ 0Or might not the corformist writer he in the end only

deceiving himzself™

In hiz short story "Edward and God"., Eundera makes a similar
paint that the ultimate intention of the Communists is to defeat
"truth" rather than simply to wvangquish politically:"If I
obstinately told a man the truth to his face, it would mean that
I am taking him sericusly. #And to take something so unimportant
seriously means to become lesz than serious oneself. 1 you see,
must lie, if I don’t want to take madmen sericusly and become one
of them myself".

Eeyvond the paradoxes of fazcination and deceit, a deeper
wplanation for the appeal of communism at the end of the war was
the collapse of the old world and itz values. Jan Fatocka
observed  that Mazarvyvkian liberal ratiomnalism was nobt enough in
the age of Hitler and Stalin. There waz widespread contempt in

Central BEwope for liberal and politics. which accounts at
least 1n part for the weak tance to Communism. Az John Dos
Fasos put it: to be a libe o a secial demoorat at the end of

the war was like drinking small beer.

A few specifically Crech btraits  may, however , facilitate
COMpParizsons. To trace the origins of the " intellectuel engaga"
in Czechoslovakia, one has bo recall that, since the decimation
of the OCzech nobility in the 17th  century, it was the
intellectual s Cwr i ber s, sohol ars, etc. ) who took over as  the
elite of the nation. Im the 1%th century, before a bourgeoisie
had developed, the intellectuals took a leadimg part 1 the
"matiocnal revival ', with its emphasis on language and history.
Culture hecams a substitute for politics. Whereas in Foland and
Hurmgary, intellectual and political elites were aristocrats, the

Czech intellectuals were of plebeian origin. Thiz also accounts
for the differencez in style of intellectual and political
discourse: inm contrast  ta the =spirit of defiance and
independence of the elites in the two neighbouring countries, the
Crech intellectuals were "realists", proud of their close

identification with the people. The power of the written word was
zomewhat overvalued while political power was often despised or
underestimated. The "Dichter and Denker" were naturally held in

high estime. The mewly created state in 1918 was a "Republic of
the Frofessors'". Masarvyk was the Fresident-philosopher and EBenes.
his successor, was an academic too. (Even in the 1220°s, an
cpinicon  poll showed that uwniversity professors were still

caonsidered the top of the scocial status scale. This, I presume,
would no longer be the case today).Every week, Fresident Masarvk
would attend a library salon held by the Capelk brothers. Could
one imagine a contemporary statesman doing the zame”

Culture in Bohemia ws however, alwayvs more "progressive
than politics. Wher, i  the 19th century, Czech political
representation was  =till conservabtive, the intellectuals were
liberal. When liberal politicians took over, the intellectuals
were  democrats.
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After the First World War, as Czechoslovak political leader-—
ship became more democratic. the intelectuals were moved to the
rradical left.

This, of course, is an oversimplification., but it can be
said that, the inter-war relationship between Czech intellectuals
and politics resembled (and was wvery much influenced by) the
French pattern. Indeed, the Crechoslovak and French Communist
Farties were, after the advent of Naz-ism in Germany, the two
largest CF'= in democratic Europe. And because they operated in a
democratic environment they were able to attract a substantial
section of the intellectuals and at the same time build an
extremely resilient Stalinist protection shield to insulate
themselves from the contagion of +the democratic environment.
Gottwald was the Czech Mauwrice Thorez and even the split between
Communizts and surrealists had its Czech equivalents. Vitezslav
Nezval was the Czech Aragon while Karel Teige, the theoretician
of the artizstic avantguarde, =i ded with Breton. Such
controversies within the intellectual left were considered a
normal part of intellectual life. It was only after the war that
they became deadly sarious ed by the regime, Teige
committed suicide in 1950, landra, a talented Marxist
philosopher and historian, - ntenced to death in the wvery
firet of the show trials of the Stalinist era. Inm Faris. Andre
EBreton wrote an open letter to the poet Faul Eluard fwho  knew
Falandra well), to intercede on behalt of the Crech witer.
Eluard replied with a memorable excuse: "I am too busy defending
the inmnocent who claim their innocence to deal with guilty people
who admit their guilt."If Communists had seized power in France
after war, it is a fair guess that their reign of terror would
have been as murdercus as it has been in Czechoslovakia.

Liberals, like Farel Capelk, the countrvy’s leading writer of
the inter-war generation, did try to arguse against the radical
deift of the intelligent=ia, but with limited succe=s=s. In 1224, he
published a piece entitled: "Why oam I not a Communist™". It
arqued against  Communism™s "pessimism and dismal hatred pumped
artificial ly" into the working o . There iz no proletarian
cul ture, he declared, "whaltever cullbuwral values we have left
reside in the middle class, or the so—-called intellectual class.
The proletariat can claim its share of this tradition and work
within 11, but if Communizm Just rushes on ahead and redects
everything it calls bourqgecis culture, then goodbye, nothing will
be lefit".

. The liberal generation of the First FRepublic (Masaryk,
Salda, Capek, etc.) dizappeared on the eve of. or during the war.
But it  wasz Munich, the betrayal by the West, which played a
decizive part in the zhift eastwards (and to the left) of the new
postwar generation. The collapse of Masarvyk™s Republic meant also
the collapse of the values ociated with it. The Communist
Farty seemed best equipped to capture the aspirations to a
radical change, as vel Fohout recalled in a 1244 article: For
my aeneration the arrival of FHussian tanks was a real miracle...




The perspective of a socialist revolution seemed to be the only
starting point... Our enemies wanted to restore capitalism. Most
of all, I liked being the poet of the revolution. It was an era
of areat faith that around the corner was the time when the best
ideals of humanity would be realised. I am not ashamed of that
faith, whatever I called it, Stalin or anything else. The poet -
unlike the Judges- has the riaght to believe.

BEut KEohout, the believer, also wrote poetry celebrating the
judges passing death sentences on  those reluctant to march
cheerfully towards the radiant future. His Diary of a Counter-—
Revolutionary 1s an honest account but not an explanation for
what happened. In what is known a=z his "Testament", the poet
Frantisek Halas, who died in October 1949, was among the first to
analyse the mechaniem of the cultural Gleichschaltung. His short
essay f(which still ha=z not been translated in the West) remains
the Ffirst serious attempt by a leading Czech intellectual to
account for what Julien PBenda called "the betrayal of  the
clerks". Going back to Flato and Marx (but without neglecting
more mundane mechanisms of control and manipulation), he traced
the origines of the intellectuals’ suport for "Utopia in power”.

Frofessor  Vaclav ﬁern& (with Fatofka possibhly the most
1mportant, vet a marginal intellectual figure of the postwar
periodl ., nives an  even less generous  interpretation. In his
Memoire (1584), he paintz a devastating pictue of the Communist
generation "class of 1748".: zealots and cpportuniszts, careerists
quick to lead the purge and agrab the vacant Jdobs while the going
was good. This, he concludes, was a spineless and., on the whole,
intellectually mediocre ageneration (the abundant quotations he
gives make a painful if often amuszing reading). True, there 1i=
hitterness, often untairness in hilis uncompromising account g Faat
orily & cholar of his generation {(born in . like Sartre,
whose existentialism w Mis phillosophical inspiration.,. and Aron

with whom he shared the privilegs of besing for four decades the
lonely "spectateur engage" proved-right-in-the-end) could write

z0 freelv about the demize of the Crech intellectual.
IT. 1925648 Reazon and Conscience

The ¥XXth Corngress brought the period of "garderiing 1in a
cemetery" (Salda? ta  an end and opened the period of soul-
searching. Eetweern 1994 and 192482, Czech and Slovak intellectuals
denounced the crimes of the Stalinist era 1in the name of
socialist  values and ideals. After 192464, it was the other way
round: they renounced socialist ideals in the name of the crimes
committed after 48 ‘and again after T&EB. This dialectic of
"crimes and  ideals" is by no means unigque to the Stalinist
period. Fremch intellectuals initially denounced slavery in the
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rname  of the Enlightenment. Many of their 20th century successors

denounced Westermn values in the name of the crimes or injustices
attributed to colonialism.
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The intellectual foundationsz of Crech "revisionism" (1956-
£8)  were remarkably similar to those of Foland and  Hungary: a
crititgue of Stalimism in the name of the "Young Marx" and the
"0ld Engels", an increasingly elastic concept of <socialist
ideol ngy. Above all it marked the assertion of the primacy of
ethics over politics, of the KFantianm categorial imperative over
the Marxian laws of hicstory and the principle that the end
justifies the means. The becst illustration of both aspects canm be
found in the writinags of kKarel Kosik, The Dialectic of the
Concrete (1247) and his 1942 escsay on "Reason and Conscience'.
Fosik™ s influence was, in this respect, comparable to that of
Folakowski in Foland and Lukacs in Hungary.

Czech revisioniem had its hour of glory in 19682, though it
had already experienced an abortive launch in 1934, At the
Writers™Congress  in April 1954, the peoets Jaroslav Seifert and
FrantiZel Hrubin spoke 1n terms rema-kably similar to those of Fo
Frostu in Warsaw or of the Fetofi Circle in Budapest. "Let us
hope'", zaid Seifert, "that we can now be the conscience of the
nation. Because, believe me, I think that we have failed in that
task. During all these vears we have neither been the conscience
of the mnation., nor even our own consclence. "

The main differences, however, with the situation in Foland
and Hungary was the i1szolation of the intellectuals from society.
The Hungarian Revolution could sasily be used by the apparatus,
to put the lid tightly back on. This accounts for ancther feature
of Czech '"revisionism": because it was politically frustrated it

was sublimated in cultursl life which contributed to give it, in
the 1%&07 s, an exceptional richneszs and intensity. And because
political de-Stalinisation was delaved, it eventually came with a

vengeance. The Writers™ Congress of June 1947 was the culmination
of  the intellectuals” conflict with  the political leadership
which Aforesshadowed the Frague Spring. It was primarily the work
of the 1748 generation recovering from its Stalinist  hangover,
compensating -—{sometimes overcompensating) for its past fail-
ures,

A "revolution within the revolution', 19468 marked the apot-
heaosis of the political influence of the intellectuals acting as
a bridge between the Farty and the people, "enlightening" the
ruler while expressing the democratic aspirations of society. No
less importantly, they were trying to redefine their own role as
intellectuals, which had been compromised by the experience of
the 1950°s. Hernce the demonstratively heretical tone and substan-
ce of much of the 1948 soul-searching.

The  tanks of Auaust crushed the hopes of "csocialism with a
humarn  face" and the intellectuals’ attempt to zalvage the ideals
of their vouth by correcting the abuses of Stalinism. Yet.
paradoxically. many exsperienced the defeat as a liberation, a2
reconciliation with their nation. In his Diary of a Counter-
Revolutionary.,. Favel Fohout wrote:s "For the first  time, after
twenty years, I have the senssation of belonging to the nation'.
Milan Eundera wrote that the tragic days of August were "the most




beautiful week in ocur lives". The novelist and former Charter 77
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spokesperson Eva Fanturkova recently described it as the "expulsion

from paradise”, the prime virtue of which was that "the one time
critical lovalists finally found themselves in the same position
ac the rest of the nation”.

Defeat was given as evidence of "the agrandeur of the
Czechoslovak experiment'. In a famous article published at the
end of 176E8. Fundera argued that "the significance of the
Czechoslovak policy was too far-reaching not to encounter
resistance. The conflict was more drastic than we expected and
the test which the new policy underwent was a cruel one. RBut 1
refuse to call it a national catastrophe as does our somewhat
tear—-promne public. I dare to savy, against the popular wisdom,
that +the <significance of the Czechoslovak autumn is perhaps

greater thamn that of the Czechoslovalk Spring'. In a similar vein,

Eduard Goldstucker, the chairman of the Writers’Union, wrote an
article entitled, "The power of the Weak".

Ore way of understanding this eulogising of weaknezs and the
virtues of defeat at a time (end of 1968) when the roll-back of
reformi=m was already under way (with the participation of the
Dubéek leadership), is to see that for the Commumist intellec-
tual=s, August 1262 was a tragic., vet purifyving, liberating expe-
FlEenTE. It proved a contrario thalt their intentions had been
honourable =ince an invasion was needed to crush  them. In the
words of one samizdat author (Sladacek), "it relieved the Com-
munist  intellectuals of the feeling of responsibility", for the
regime’=s paszt misdeeds. Nor were they to share the responsibility
for the return to the ice age of neo-Stalinism. Under "nmormalisa-
tion" they shared (at last') the fate of their nation.

Thise, of cowrse, sheds a different light orn the role of the
Commumist intellectuals in 1946%: Was it for them, above all, an
attempt to settle old cores with "the power" and their own past?
Skvareck?’g novel Mirakl provides devastating (and very funny)

portraits along these lines. Waz the purpeoss of 1942 merely to

-,

correct 15487 As Sladedek pubt it: "Wase improved socialism to
belong to all, o were all, once again, to belong to socialism?”
These are merely some of the gquestions raised in samizdat litera-
ture over the last decades and they are obviously loadsd ones.
Their purpose 1€ nolt "obiectivity" or fairness to the individuals
involved, but a challenge to the interpretation of postwar Czec-—
hoslovalk intellectual history as given by the Communist intellec-
tuales themselves: from the innocence of youthful revolutionary
idealism to the originmal sin of Stalinist terror, from the "puri-
ficstion" of 1968 to the purgatory of "normalisation". The Com-
murnizst intellectuals had a tendency to use the collective "we",
claiming always to speak for all intellectuals. often for the
Farty, sometimes for the nation. In fact they were mostly spea-
kimg for thems=elwve=s, the (admittedly important) Communist genera-
tion, class of 1948,

Thi=z collective "we" has been challenged since 1748, When
Farel Fosik published his famous essay "Qur  Fresent Crisis'",

arnother philosopher, Ivan Svitéalk, replied with a piece "Your
F F : f P
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Fresent Crizis". Fundera®s meditations on the "Crech fate" were
anzwered in Februry 1%4% by Vaclav Havel. To claim that, for the

first time since the reformation, the Czechs found themselves at
the centre of world history is an illusion smacking of "provin-
cial messianism'". The retuwn of free speech and basic civil
rights can hardly be presented as an earthshattering novelty,
since for most people nut%1d9 the Communist mentality this is
merely the return to "normalcy", to something that had already
existed in Czechoslovakia and that was still endjoyed in  most
civilised countries, In the end, the reform—-minded Communist
intellectuals presented as their qr eatest achievement what the
rest of the society saw as the undoing of the nonsense they had
contributed to some twenty years earlier.

In a 1948 interview Havel described his relationghip with
the "revisionist" intellectuals in 1%48 as follo "They repre-
cented =something like a cultural establishment. For s  younger
non-commuriists there were many things in their endeavor that were
close to us: they were mnaturally a preferable altermative to the
sclerotic bureaucracy of Novotny and its prominent doamatists;
nevertheless they toon had, from ouwr point of view, their "limits"
(todavy, of course, they mostly overcame them). We found in their
activity a number of problematic elements: from i1llusionism,

n

paying btribute to old idecloeogicsl]l schemes, & constant obzession
with tactic%, a lack of thoroughness and even infantilism to
unabhashed identification with their "establishment" status  which

they ccnaldﬁred as a matter of {fact: The idea that someone else

could speak on certain i was For them  inconcelvable. They
had & tendency to esxtend their personal experience to all. They

always  spoke m? Tl ves as oa generaticon rather tharm its  Com-
mumist component .,
The "mormaliszation', bv  oivimg control  over official

cultural life to o a handdal of discoredited third rate hacks, al=o
swept aside the reform-communist "establiz=hment". The independent
counter—culture of the 12707= created a new "squality" of access
to publishing. It also modified the hitherto prevailing terms of
the debate.

Two  themes are worth mentioning for the purpose of our
analysis. 1. For the non-Communist intel lectual s, 17462 was the
first occasion to have their voices heard. For them 1962 was more
than a helated effort from above to correct the "deformations'" of
socialisms it was above all a key moment in the revival of ciwvil
society and of truly free intellectual life (a point made in 1988
interviews with the author by Y. Havel, J. Gruga, V. Eelohradsky,
J. Némec).

2. The "culturzl Biafra", the tragedy of Czech culture did
not  start in 19469, bt in 19482, The origins of independent
cul tural litfe and samizdat have to be traced to the Stalinist
period. Suffice to read Jiri Kolal's diary now pubhlished under
the title Eyewitness ("Todavy, the greatest perversion, excentri-
city, abisurodi by, to tell the truth and see the face of  the
world as it is" 1.1. ). the writings of V. Effenberger and the
surrealists, or Jnndrlch Chalupecky™s On the margins iﬁ




art (1988 to understand that parallel culture developed (admit-
E;dly on a small scale) the very day Communist intellectuals
seized power aver the realm of culture. Jan Vladislav, one of the
founders of literary csamizdat some forty years ago puts 1t as
follows;

"In reality., the history of Czech—- and in certain cases of
Slovak— spiritual resistance goes back to the Communist takeover

of 1941, At that period, a considerable number of intellectuals,
university teachers, students and artists were excluded from the
public activity as a result of harsh administrative measures.
Many of them, including two score of the country’ s writers., were
even arrested and bdailed in the fifties, while a still greater
number were deprived of any opportunity to work in their chosen
disciplines. Mumerous authors were expelled from the official
writers®™ union and lost all chamce of being published. Czechoslao-
vak intellectuals virtually split into two camps at the time: an
the one hand., there were thoze who accepted the cultural policies
of the new regime -—either from conviction or out of opportunism,
and on the other, there were bthose who, in arne way o another,
realiszed the danger them facing the spiritual identity of every
individual and of the matiomnal soci foas a whole, arnid sought to
confront it by going on working to the dictates of their  own

CONSCLenCe., thowagl depris of public expres—
. 14
siom". (kKolar, Heabal,
TIT. 1948-88: Imtellectuals and anti-politics

After 1248 the intellectuals who had been so active during
the Frague Spring also became the prime target of the repression
that followed. For Czech intellectuals (the situation was marked-
ly different in Slovakia), the post-"468 period could be described
as & =zhi+t from powsr to society, from politics to amnti-politics.
By breaking with political power, the intellectual rediscovered
his role as a moral counter-power. In a recent essay Jan Yladis-—
lav put it as follows:

"Everi if they don’t strive directly for power in the com-
murity . in & sense they have 1t regardless. It 18 power of a

particulear kind. In general it operates outside the established
power structures, which ie praobably one of the main reasons  why
the powerful consider this kind of power s0o dangerous even

though its rezouwces consist exclusively of words and ideas".
This rnew role of the intellesctual entailed two aspects: 1.
the peolitice of counter-culture; = the ethics of spiritual
resistance.
1. Over the last twenty vyears the Czech intellectuals have res-—
umed their traditiomal role inheritied from the 12th century. In
the face of & massive onslaught on society by a totalitarian
POWE , the sphere of culture hecame the ultimate rampart against
"mormalicsation/sovieticsation". On the one hand, the underground
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of parallel cultuwe was, for the intellectual, an  emancipation
from political and ideolongical constraints of the past: from
censorship and self-censorship. On the other hand, it restored
the role of culture as a substitute for pnlltlcd. Hence another
danger: should independent. culture "serve" society the same way
it =z=erved the party and its idenlegy in the past®™

In "totalitariamn conditions", z=ays Havel . this can bhe a
double-edged weapon: it gives to any intellectual activity a
dimension it does not have in open societies — an "added radioac-
tivity"— otherwicse pecople would not be put in Jail for their
writings. Eut it also has its trappings any writer should be
aware of thoze of & literature with a "message"

2. Ethical anti-politics. The emergence of the Charter 77
human right=s movement has created a new situation for the Czech
intellectual: after the emancipation from powsr came the defiance
of power. Vaclav lnrny zaw in the Charter "a milestone in the
cultural devel opment of the nation, a moment in the history of
Czech spirit, restoring the moral backbone, reviving the feeling
for law, Justice, human dignity, and the will for truth. It was a
warning amd a remninder power-hilders. all of them esvervywhere..."

It was undoubtedly Jan Patmgka, the philosopher, who became
the spritus movens in the shift from politics to the ethice of
resistance. In hiz famous plece of Januwary 1277 entitled "What
Charter 77, Is and What Tt Ts MNot', he stated: "No society., no
matter how good its technological foundations, can function wit-
hout a moral foundation, without conviction that has nothing to
do with opportunisem, circumstances and epected advamntage. Morali-
ty. however , does nobt djust allow society to function, but simply
to allow human beings to be human. Man does not define morality
accaording  to the caprice of his needs, wishes, tendencies  and
cravinges; it ise morality that defines man (...) The aforemen-—
tioned relationship bebtween the realms of morality and state
power  indicate that Charter 77 iz nmot a political act in the
narrow sense, that 1t is mot a matter of competing with or inter-—
fering in the sphere of any function of political power. dor is
Charter 77 association or an organisation,  but rather it is
bazed on personal miorality (... it iz aimed exclu=sively at
cleansing and reinforcing the awareness that a higher authority
does exist'.

The regime’s hysterical campaign against the Charter merely
reinfarced this notion that the challenge was primarily a moral
rather than a political one. This accounted for the strenath and
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the appeal of the intellectuals’ ethics of resistance, but alsa
for some of i1ts limitations. A= Fetr Fithart observed, in the

face of a power obsessed merely with self-preserv a+1on. the
intellectual chtaing almost automatically a monopoly on "truth".
The danger would he to confing the intellectual to a virtuous
ghetto existence.

The Catholic philosopher Yéclav Benda was the first to

=1 qu.i the extension of ethical resistance to the creation of
parallel structures; from the assertion of the responzability of



41

earh individual for the fate of siety as a whole to the
creation of a "parallel Folis". The thinking was rather similar
taa Michnik™s "new evolutionism', bhut the self-organisation of
ciwvwil gsociety did not materialise in Czechoslovakia (except in
the cultuwral sphere?. The passivity of an atomised society, the
absence of independent institutions such as the Folish Church,
the intellectuals’ preccocupation with a threatened Euwropean
cultural identity {rather than with the mobilising powers of
nationalism) all mark important differences between the Czech and
Folizh intellectuals” attempts to establish ties with society in
the late 1970°s and ealy 1220°s. The Czech intellectual did not
manage to reach out to society as did his Folish counterpart. By
the same token he avolided also having to "compete" for moral
authority with the Church or with Scolidarity. In Fraque, he
preserved his "monopoly" on moral indignation.

Thie 1led him sometimes to rationalise his socially marginal
yet  spiritually central role. In the tacit "social contract"
between Communist power and a consumer-oriented society, the
intellectual is the only one for whom the terms of the contract
remain furdamentally unacceptable (.dehm, 1972, One can find in
Havel "= writings a critigue of the natuwre of power (influenced by
Fatofka and Bélohradﬁky the imperzonal rule of the mega-machines
which ezcape human contral ™) and a parallel critigue of a society
succumbing, taking part in the "totalitarien lie".

Rezspected, even admired by s ety for his courage to "live
in truth" (which it doss mnot have), feared by the powers—that-be
for relentlessly exposing their illegitimacy, the Crech intellec-
tual s cultural and ethical substitutes for politics place him in
a difficult vet in many ways gratifying positions he heolds the
monopoly on the symbolic power of the written word amd om moral
defiance.

Virtuous, yet isolated, he sometimes wishes to be relieved
from  the burden of the nation’™s conscience and bhe "iust a wri-
ter". Hawvzl"s play Largo Desolato 1s a moving depiction of the
intellectual over-burdened with demands by society, tired of his
role as the "professional supplier of hope'". Yet he cannot escape
the role because it is, after all, hiz destiny as amn  intellec-—
tual. Yaclay Havel , who, since the death of Janm Fatocka, follo-
wing eight houw of police interrogation, has bscome the pivotal
figure of the Czech intellectual s’ spiritual resistance, is best
qualified to speak about "the tragedy of fate stemming from the
responsibhilitys about  the futility of &ll human endeavours to
breal: out of the role that responsibility has imposed; about
responsibility as destiny".

Sl

Jacques RUFNMIE
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llist of foreign participants in the Frague seminar
11 - 13 November 1988

Stein Ivar Aarsaether (Norway) . Chairman of the Norwegian
Helsinki Committee. Boks 8261, Hammersborg, N-0129 0SLO 1,

Timothy Garton Ash (Uk), Fublicist, writer, St. Antony®s College,
OXFORD OXZ 1NX, Great Britain

Lord Eric Avebury (UE), Chairman of the EBritish Helsinki
Committee, House of Lords, LONDON S.W.1, Great EBritain

Anet ERleich (Netherlands), Journalist, Amstelkade 158,
NL-1078 AMSTERDAM, Netherlands

Herb Gartmer (US)., Flaywrite, repr. of US Helsinki Watch,
I&. West 44th Street, Suite 2?11, NEW YORE, N.Y. 100 3Z&

Fierre Hassner (France), Research Director, Fondation Nationale
des Sciences Felitiques, 2Z¢, rue de Ranelagh, F-73016 FARIS,

France

Ingum Jordheim, (Norway) Member of Norwegian Helsinki Committee,
Bolks 8261, Hammersborg. M-013Z% 0SLO 1, Norway

Sally Laird (UE), Editor of Index on Censorship, Z9.,c Highbury
Flace., LONDON NS 10F, United Kingdom

Joanne Landy (US), Feace activist, c/o UE Helsinki Watch, RY-
West 44th Street, Suite F11, NEW YORE, NY 10036

Helmut Lippelt (FRG), Member of Farliament for the West German
Green Farty., Bundeshaus, S2% BONN 1, Fed. Rep. of Germany

Gerald Nagler (Sweden) , Secretary General of International
Helsinki Federation. Rummelhardtgasse 2/18, A-10920 WIEN, Austria

Luciano Neri (Italy), East-West network, Democrazia Froletaria,
Via Farini 62, I-00184 ROMA, Italy

Giancarlo Saccomarn (Italy), Member of National Secretariat of
Democrazia Froletaria, Via Farini 62, I-00184 ROMA, Italy

Faul Scheffer (Netherlands), Dutch Labour Farty, Research

Institute, F.O0.Box 1310. NL-1000 AMSTERDAM EH, Netherlands
Eberhard Schulz (FRG) . Forschungsinstitut der Deutschen
Gesellschaft fir Auswartige Folitik, Adenauerallée 131, Fostfach

1425, D-SZ00 RONNWN 1, Fed. Rep. of Germany
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Aleksander Smolar (Francea), Centire NMational de 1la Recherche
Scientifique, Dby rue de la Division Leclerc, F-24110 ARCUEIL.,
France

Antonio Stango (Italy) Executive Secretary of Italian Helsinki

Committee, Yiale Trastevere 13, I-0015%2 ROMA, Italy

Mas van der 5Stoel, Former Minister of Foreign Affairs  of the
Nethearlands, Chairman of thie  Dutoh Hel=sinki Committee,
Lubeckstraat 1282, 28517 5 Y THE HAAMGE, Hetherlands

Abbé  Fierre Toulat (Franc

71, rue Motre Dame des

et ary General Justitia et Faw,
F-75008 PARTS, France

Sarmtord J.oUnger (LUS)
Uniiversity, 4900
United States

of Communication, fmerlcan
Bl WASHINGTOR, D.0D. 70O01s,

Vi were refused tos

i
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Dr.Marior Grafin Doinhoffd (FROY, Die  Zeit, Frezsehaus,

D~-2000 HAMEBURG 1, Fed. Rep. of bermany

Frof. Qwve Natham (DED, Dearn of Lhe University of Copenhagen, MNils
EBohr Inztitute, Noerreoade 10, F.O Box 2177, DE-1017 FEGEEMHAVH,
Denmar k

Dr.Fh. Miels Barfoed (DED), Damnish Center of Human Rioghts,
F.0.RBox 28, DE-FGRENHAVRH E, Doanmar |

Frof. John FKeane (LD,

Strect, LONMDOM WIF 3

Folytechnic of Central London, 227332 Welles
Great Frilsin
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