The Brezhnev Doctrine

The brutal Soviet response to socialist humanism in Czechoslovakia came during a
period of hopes for relaxation of the two-camp poli

1960s, Western analysts, noting the outbreak
Soviet Union, the tendency of Romania to g
the increasing openness of Yugoslavia, and th
vakia, began to speak of “winds of change blow
“polycentrism.” Such positions became more d
of Czechoslovakia. A few months after that
Brezhnev told a meeting of the Polish United
to socialism took place anywhere, the Soviet

0 its own way in foreign policy,
e stirrings of reform in Czechoslo-
ing through Eastern Europe” and of
tfficult to maintain after the invasion
chilling event, Soviet leader Leonid
Workers' party that when a transition

Union considered that transition irre-
versible, and he pledged to back up that view with force. Although the Soviets

maintained that there never was such a thing as a Brezhnev Doctrine, until the

mid-1980s most observers, East and West, believed that Brezhnev’s statement con-

stituted a fundamental principle of Soviet policy toward the communist states of
Eastern Europe.
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The Brezhnev Doctrine

Leonid Brezhnev
November 12, 1968

The might of the socialist camp today is such that the imperialjgtg i

defeat in the event of a direct clash with the chief forces of SOCialis;n ‘;\?r mili[ary
say. as long as imperialism exists, the danger of war that imperialist -ol-c €55 t,
can on no account be disregarded. However, it is a fact that in the el ::C Ntajlg
the imperialists are making increasingly frequent use of different and mg K
tactics. They are seeking out the weak links in the socialist front, pursuin

of subversive ideological work inside the socialist countries, trying to inﬂgu anOUl'SC
economic development of these countries, attempting to sow dissensjop C;: th
wedges between them and encourage and inflame nationalist feelings ang t’e nc?v
cies, and are seeking to isolate individual socialist states so that they cap then Se?n-
them by the throat one by one. In short, imperialism is trying to undermipe sff
cialism’s solidarity precisely as a world system. ]

The experience of the socialist countries’ development and struggle in thege new
conditions during the past few years, including the recently increased activity of
forces hostile to socialism in Czechoslovakia, reminds the communists of socialist
countries with fresh force that it is important not to forget for one moment certaip
highly important, time-tested truths.

If we do not want to retard our movement along the path of socialist and
communist construction, if we do not want to weaken our common positions in the
struggle against imperialism, we must, in resolving any questions of our domestic
and foreign policy, always and everywhere, maintain indestructible fidelity to the
principles of Marxism—Leninism, display a clear-cut class and party approach to all
social phenomena, and deal a resolute rebuff to imperialism on the ideological front
without making any concessions to bourgeois ideology.

When petit-bourgeois leaders encounter difficulties, they go into hysterics and
begin to doubt everything without exception. The emergence of difficulties makes
the revisionists ready to cancel out all existing achievements, repudiate everything
that has been gained, and surrender all their positions of principle.

Reprinted from “Speech to the Fifth Congress of the Polish United Workers' Party
(November 12, 1968),” Current Digest of the Soviet Press 20 (46), 1968: 3-S5, by permissio?
of The Current Digest of the Soviet Press. Translation copyright © 1968 by The C:.;r e
Digest of the Soviet Press, published weekly in Columbus, Ohio. Reprinted by permission 0
the Digest.
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But real communists confident]y clear th \ 133
‘ y ¢ € pat 1§ ' A ¢ 2
lems that have : Path ahead and « .
to the pl‘ob C ansen, 1'(‘|ylllg on -‘““fialiqt aaiies ’:I}:f‘t‘khlh( hegt solutions
: ' - they honest| k
question and : y acknowl.
" e an .
strengthen the positions of socialism further, so . atl_Wo and correct them 30 as to
T, SO as fo

giving the enemic;s of socialism one i0ta of what |

already been achieved through the efforts and sty as already been won. what has
applause.) In short, it can confidently be said that 'i?fzfllf S masses. (P
communist positions, if it is faithfu] to Marxis € party
avercome.

Experience shows most convincing]y
cisive importance for successful constructi
and constantly consolidating the leadership
advanced leading, organizing, and directin
socialism.

Socaa_hst states‘ stand for strict respect for the sovereignty of all countries. Wi
resolutely oppose interference in the affairs of any states and the violati of thei
sovereignty. e violation of their

At the same Sl a_ﬁhll'matlon apd defense of the sovereignty of states that have
taken the path of socialist construction are of special significance to us i

: S . communists.

The forces of 1mpcr1_ahsm and reaction are seeking to deprive the people first in one

then anpther socghst country of the sovereign right they have earned to ensurf;

Elfzssszng, f)(l); lzll;rellgr gzléz?gtyagie“;g;)(;?g and hfippiness for t‘he, .broad working

56c1 oppression and exploitation. And when

encroacl}ments on l'l%lS ngpt receive a joint rebuff from the socialist camp, the

bourgeois propagandists raise the cry of “defense of sovereignty” and “noninter-

ference.” It is clear that this is the sheerest deceit and demagoguery on their part. In

reality these loudmouths are concerned not about preserving socialist sovereignty
but about destroying it.

It is common knowledge that the Soviet Union has really done a good deal to
strengthen the sovereignty and autonomy of the socialist countries. The CPSU has
always advocated that each socialist country determine the concrete forms of its
development along the path of socialism by taking into account the specific nature
of their national conditions. But it is well known, comrades, that there are common
natural laws of socialist construction, deviation from which could lead to deviation
from socialism as such. And when external and internal forces hostile to socialism
try to turn the development of a given socialist country in the direction_ of_ restgration
of the capitalist system, when a threat arises to the cause of socialism in _thz_at
country—a threat to the security of the socialist commonwealth as a whole—this 1s
no longer merely a problem for that country’s people, but a common problem, the
concern of all socialist countries. (Applause.)

It is quite clear that an action such as military
end a threat to the socialist system is an extraordina : WS i 1
ty; it can be called forth only by the overt actions of enemies of socnallsr: within toz
country and beyond its boundaries, actions that create a threat to the comm

Interests of the socialist camp. i tal
Experience bears witness that in present conditions the triumph of the socialist

rolonged
el takes a firm stand on
N—Leninism, all difficulties will be

the cxccp'tional and, one might say, de-
on of socialism that attaches to ensuring
role of the Communist party as the most

ssistance to a fraternal country to
ry measure, dictated by necessi-
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an be regarded as final, but the restoration of capit
ltaljg

only if the Cprpmunig p_arty, as the leading forse : m Can b,
eninist policy in the development of alei In Ociey

society's life; only if the party indefatigably strengthens the country’s ds ere (B:f
the protection of its revolutionary gains, and if it itself is vigilant ang int‘:t"ens.e: ang
people vigilance with respect to the class enemy and implacability towar, ;tll)l ;

lS ]n the
ideology; only if the princip

system in a country €

considered ruled out
steadfastly pursues a Marxist—L

le of socialist internationalism is held sacreq_, v Beoig
» d) un;
n

and fraternal solidarity with the other socialist countries are strengthe ity
longed applause.) ned. (p,,.
Let those who are wont to forget the lessons of history and who woy] -
engage again in recarving the map of Europe know that the borders of Pg] like ¢,
GDR and Czechoslovakia, as well as of any other Warsaw Pact member and, the
and inviolable. (Stormy, prolonged applause.) These borders are Prote;;tare Stable
the armed might of the socialist commonwealth. We advise all those who °d by al
encroaching on foreign borders to remember this well! are fond of
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Ostpolitik
Willy Brandi
October 28, 1969

' uestions which haye
; . sumption that the
wernment works on the ass ‘
Tt‘:us('f:\ ean ople out of the Second Worl(li Waf and from the nilthna]
the erm Peh Hitler regime can find their ultimate answers only in a
s However, no one can dissuade us from our conviction the
peace arrangemen_t.ht ?o i determination just as has any other nation, The objecy
ST hgve la gﬁtical work in the years immediately ahefld is t'o preserve the unity
o’(;;;:f pratci;l;ab;’ ending the present deadlock in the relationship between the r,
of the na
rmany. _ _— .
Pm%?i g:nnansy are one not only by reason of their language and ;hedu hlsto?l, z:mh
its misery: all at home in Germany. And we still have
its splendor and its misery; we are & ;
Z]cirrllrsnog tasks and a common responsibility: to ensure peace among us and in
urope- ; dof
- Tl:vecnty years after the establishment of the Federal Republic of Gefn?hané :gm ’
the GDR, we must prevent any further alienation of the two parts o p fo -
nation—that is, arrive at a regular modus vivendi and from there procee -
-, ’ g tis.of i ace
ation. This is not just a German interest; it is of importance also for pe
and for East-West relations. . . . : ber 1966,
. . W A Cem
The federal government will continue the policy 1n1t1atefi In ]zeat i
and again offers the Council of Ministers of the GDR nf:gotlatu()into c;ntracm ally
level without discrimination on either side, which should lez;:e Joral Republic
agreed cooperation. International recognition of the GDR by thethe " o fori®
out of the question. Even if there exist two states in Germany, they

~ o eneCl
. . be of a spet
countries to each other: their relations with each other can only
nature.

aTi%n For
treacher
Europesy

; thal

ent declare® =

Following up the policy of its predecessor, the federal govcfnﬁn of the U of

its readiness for binding agreements on the reciprocal renuncia .
threat of force applies equally with regard to the GDR.

0
) tain, and Fratt
The federal government will advise the United States, Bntalgi’n; and imPr
continue energetically the talks begun with the Soviet Union on €4
ing the situati

. pons!
) ecial 1esP
on in Berlin, The status of the city of Berlin under the Sp i
1an PUOT
) ; s Macmillal 3
permission of Charles Scribner’s Sons, an imp rm,tgf:fc-:dl 5 pp- 2 %
g2’s Research Report, Germany and Eastern Europe Sin¢
73 Keesing’s Publications Limited.
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WO parts of
Germany.(i .ra.l government will promote the develo
Tl?e fe reo pe with the aim of evolving ste[? by st
ation in EU ions. Our country needs cooperation an -
tional quest with the East. The German people need peace in the fy]] sense of that
undefstandm-g h the peoples of the Soviet Union and of the European East. We are
word also Wltake an honest attempt at understanding, in order to help overcome the
repared t0 ;nthe disaster brought on Europe by a criminal clique. . . . Caire
aftermath of the n of its predecessor’s policy, the federal governmen e; xfn
In continuatio reements on the mutual renunciation of the use or threa; ;) ::;fjci
equally bmdu:g’[a‘lﬁis readiness also applies as far as thed(;JDR l-i:(\):/]i(t:ﬁrgl echoslo.
at. ared to arri
Let mé PR istakably clear that we are prep ! ; UIf of the
E e urgilte neighbor—at arrangements which bridge the g
. immedi
S itting itself to
; i om committing itsel
past. . . . federal government deliberately abstanflshf.g statement, which might
Today thef e ulae going beyond the framework 0t ; tlthere e
tements or formulae going ires. It is well aware tha _ oDer-
. licate the negotiations 1t de51-re&; of the Warsaw Pact countries adopt a coop
fl(l)llmIS)S the governments in the capitals
€ .

ative attitude.

Pment of cloger political Cooper-
P a common attityde i interna-
d coordination with the West and
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Ethics and Antipolitjeg

st important figures in the Charter 77
poted pla_vwrigha‘ of the theater of the absurd. lm;:;:cmem was Véclay Havel. .
pear ed, Havel W08 forced to break off with the mbven?éff sty the ‘»‘haner‘b!pf
g the 1980s he became one of the most steadfast adv ‘er a short while, byt
that the Czechoslovak government should follow its own Iawcv’(r‘: L Z[ the proposition
and change those that did not accord with the international c‘zgreic:?: )‘ng lhum(m rights
P considerable time i1 J ail for eloquently advocatin L’;:S ! ha(.l'.g raned
with the fall of the old regime this moral steadfastness made hi,,f C’S ;;losmon, 'but
most PoP iy p ublic figure and the well-nigh unanimous choice for zerce ?;lovak;a’s
new republic. For Havel, the important questions are not so muih stoclz:{ ofl the
ethical- H1OW might it be possible 10 live a life that is not a lie when all piblli:‘CZfea'S
puilt on jies? Not living the lie is what constitutes “The Power of the Powerless,” ;S‘
he argues in the portions of his essay from the 1970s reprinted here. Havel dedi
cated his essay 19 Jan Patocka, a prominent philosopher who, at the age of seventy,

provided spiritual and moral inspiration for Charter 77. Questioned at length after
Patocka collapsed and died. Ludvik Vaculik attributed

] illness—the disease of civil liberty.”

further than Havel in his rejection of the political.

human. His book Antipolitics, excerpts of which

coherent argument, is not very practical, and

+ bursts of energy but it remains a powerful plea
ty in a world saturated with politics.
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The Power of the Powerless
Vdclav Havel
1979

The manager of a fruit and vegetable shop places in his window,
and carrots, the slogan: “Workers of the World, Unite!”
he trying to communicate to the world? Is he genuinely
of unity among the workers of the world? Is his enthusiasm so great that he fee]g an
irrepressible impulse to acquaint the public with his i

deals? Has he really given
more than a moment’s thought to how such a unification might occur and what it
would mean?

among the ONiong
Why does he do it? What is

enthusiastic about the idea

I think it can safely be assumed that the overwhelming majority of shopkeepers
never think about the slogans they put in their windows, nor do they use them to
express their real opinions. That poster was delivered to our greengrocer from the
enterprise headquarters along with the onions and carrots.

window simply because it has been done that way for years, because everyone does
it, and because that is the way it has to be.

If he were to refuse, there could be
trouble. He could be reproached for not having the proper “decoration” in his
window; someone might even accuse him of disloyalty. He does it because these

things must be done if one is to get along in life. It is one of the thousands of details
that guarantee him a relatively tranquil life *

in harmony with society,” as they say.
Obviously the greengrocer is indifferent to the semantic content of the slogan on
exhibit; he does not put the slogan in his window from any personal desire t0
acquaint the public with the idea] it expresses. This, of course, does not mean that
his action has no motive or significance at all or that the slogan communiCE}ICS
nothing to anyone. The slogan is really a sign, and as such it contains a subliminal
but very definite message. Verbally, it might be expressed this way: “I, the green”
grocer XY, live here and I know what | must do. I behave in the manner expected of
me. I can be depended upon and am beyond reproach. I am obedient and thereforf{l
have the right to be left in peace.” Thjs message, of course, has an addressee: It 1%
directed above, to the greengroce

’ - . W by at
I'S superior, and at the same time it is a shield t?
protects the greengrocer from pote

o 27 : re-

ntial informers, The slogan’s real meaning, the i
fore, is rooted firmly in the greengrocer’s existence. It reflects his vital interes
But what are those vital interests?

He put them all into the

i by
From Open Letters by Viclav Havel. Copyright © 199] by Viclav Havel. Repll"md
permission of Alfred Knopf Inc.
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8reengrocer hyg been jngt N

: . l'Pla.V the slogan, «
indifferent to its semantics, even though the : ould not be early ag

greengrocer would be embarrassed ang asllaisézfﬂ,c"f, lwould reflect the trygh The
ment of his own degradation i the shop Window ang (ueh an Unequivocal geate.
human being and thus has 5 sense of hig own di’ il Quite p

tion, his expression of loyalty ghity, T,
textual surface, indicates 3 |e

[deology is a specious way of
illusion of an identity, of dignity, ile making it easjer for them o
part with them. As the reposito Ing “suprapersonal” ang objective, it
enables people to deceive thejr i ’
inglorious modus vivendi, both

stence,” their triv-
the status quo. It is an excuse that everyone can

nceals his fear of losing his job behind an alleged

workers of the world, to the highest functionary,
whose interest in staying in power can be cloaked in phrases about service to the
working class. The primary e€xcusatory function of ideology, therefore, is to provide
People, both as victims and pillars of the post-totalitarian system, with the illusion
that the system is in harmony with the human order and the ordfar o_f the univcl“se.
¢ smaller a dictatorship and the less stratified by mode.rmzatlon the society
it, the more directly the will of the dictator can be exctrc:lsed. In other words,
dictator can employ more or less naked discipline, a?vmfimg the c.:omplex pro-
cesses of relating to the world and of self-justification which ideology mvolves.. But
© more complex the mechanisms of power become, the Iargel_' and_ more stratified
_© Society they embrace, and the longer they have operated hlstoncall).z, the more
Individyy|g must be connected to them from outside, and the greater the importance
hed to the ideological excuse. It acts as a kind of bridge between the regime anlc:
the People, acrogg which the regime approaches the peop_le and the peop}e al[:proact
the fegime. Thi explains why ideology plays such an 1m[.)ortant. role in t € post-
alitariap System: That complex machinery of units, hlerf:lrchles, ltransmlss:;n
Pelts, and indjrect instruments of manipulation which ensure in .cour.lt ess ways‘nke
::f ity of the regime, leaving nothing to chance, would be quite simply unthink-
ot

- Without ideology acting as its all-embracing excuse and as the excuse for each
Fits Parts

use, from the greengrocer, who co
mterest in the unification of the

under

One {2 entire district town is plastered with slogans that n(l) one izids Li.tt lif; i(;na;fslg

50 n a Message from the district secretary to the regllona secre ‘ Y, :
Mething more: 3 smaj) example of the principle of social autototahty. at v\.fork. art

€ essence of the post-totalitarian system is that it draws everyone into its sphere
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of power, not so they may realize themselves as human beings, 1,
surrender their human identity in favor of the identity of the gys',c’m “‘th-‘io "
may become agents of the system’s general automatism and Scrv‘q ?t 13, g
determined goals, so they may participate in the common rcspnns;I?iIF Of jtg ,
they may be pulled into and ensnared by it, like Faust with Mephistq "y for i
th;.m this: so they may cl-oa(g ﬂTmugh l.h.Cir involvement a genery] norphclcs.
bring pressure ‘to hcaf' on their fellow citizens. And further: so they ma’" Iiln(l, thug.
comfortable with their involvement, to identify with it as though it Wcry ?arn t0 he
natural and inevitable and, ultimately, so they may—with no extEm‘flﬁﬂmgthing
come to treat any noninvolvement as an abnormality, as arrogance, yg :n f”glng‘,._
themselves, as a form o'f dropping out of society. By pulling everyone in, ;t.ta(_k on
structure, the post-totalitarian system makes everyone instruments of 3 mmus Power
ity. the autototality of society. altota).

Everyone, l_lowever,‘ is in fact involved and enslaved, not only the greepgy
but also the prime ministers. Differing positions in the hierarchy merely esgt ‘Lcl?rs
differing degrees of involvement: The greengrocer is involved only to 5 ,an- i
extent, but he also has very little power. The prime minister, naturally, has gr;:tm
power, l?ut in return he is far more deeply involved. Both, however, are unfree ea:;
merely in .a somewhat different way. The real accomplice in this involve;nem
therefore, is not another person, but the system itself. ’

The fact that human beings have created, and daily create, this self-directed
system through which they divest themselves of their innermost identity is not
therefore the result of some incomprehensible misunderstanding of history, nor is it
history somehow gone off its rails. Neither is it the product of some diabolical
higher will which has decided, for reasons unknown, to torment a portion of
humanity in this way. It can happen and did happen only because there is obviously -
in modern humanity a certain tendency toward the creation, or at least the tolera-
tion, of such a system. There is obviously something in human beings which
responds to this system, something they reflect and accommodate, something within |
them which paralyzes every effort of their better selves to revolt. Human beings are
compelled to live within a lie, but they can be compelled to do so only because they
are in fact capable of living in this way.

In highly simplified terms, it could be said that the post-totalitarian system has
been built on foundations laid by the historical encounter between dictatorship aﬂ_d
the consumer society. Is it not true that the far-reaching adaptability t0 living a e
and the effortless spread of social autototality have some connection with the gene 4
al unwillingness of consumption-oriented people to sacrifice some material Certa'?(; ;
ties for the sake of their own spiritual and moral integrity? With their willmg“ezs ol
surrender higher values when faced with the trivializing temptations O mo dein
civilization? With their vulnerability to the attractions of mass indiffe.ren(':e? Af;tem i
the end, is not the grayness and the emptiness of life in the post—totalltfiﬂf;;‘ci’yst and
only an inflated caricature of modern life in general? And do we not 10 \ind 0 .'
(although in the external measures of civilization, we are far behind) as 2
warning to the West, revealing to it its own latent tendencies?

Let us now imagine that one day something in our greengro
stops putting up the slogans merely to ingratiate himself. He stop

cer SnaPS’,ane ‘
yoting 11 7=
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ions he knows are a f?me. He begins to say what he really thinks "
etings. And he even finds the strength in himself (o o i y hinks at .p()hllcal
nf;'zm is conscience commands him to e :‘n {lln. ‘LXDIL.\.H solidarity with those
W S living within the lie. He rejects the ritual :;nd | ns I:cwalt the greengrocer steps
ot once more his suppressed ident; oreaks the rules of the game. He
Jiscovers once morc ‘-_‘UPPIL.\Md identity and dignity. He gives his freed
concrete 51g1.nhcancc. l.-hs rcvpll 1S an attempt 1o live within the tr‘"um' edom a

The bill 18 n‘ol long i coming. He will be relieved of his post :
chop and transtet'u‘d Fo the warchouse. His pay will be reduced
poliday 1n B;;Fga‘na “’_‘:1 ?\’i};;\;‘at-c, Hiﬁ Childrcnfs access to higher education will be
threatened. ?IB supcn; rs will harass him, a.nd his fellow workers will wonder about
him. M_os{' of thL;'lbe \\10 apply tl.wsc sanctions, however, will not do so from any
3UTh§n.f1C inner LOI]\'ILU?‘I'I but simply under pressure from conditions, the same
conditions that once pressured the greengrocer to display the official slogans. They
will pers?cute the greengrocer either because it is expected of them, or to demon-
strate their 10}"31‘:}_'- ol sunply as part of the general panorama, to which belongs an
awareness that this is how situations of this sort are dealt with, that this, in fact, is
how things are always done, particularly if one is not to become suspect oneself.
The executors, therefore, behave essentially like everyone else, to a greater or lesser
degree: as components of the post-totalitarian system, as agents of its automatism,
as petty instruments of the social autototality.

Thus the power structure, through the agency of those who carry out the sanc-
tions. those anonymous components of the system, will spew the greengrocer from
its mouth. The system, through its alienating presence in people, will punish him
for his rebellion. It must do so because the logic of its automatism and self-defense
dictates it. The greengrocer has not committed a simple, individual offense, isolated
in its own uniqueness, but something incomparably more serious. By breaking the
rules of the game, he has disrupted the game as such. He has exposed it as a mere
game. He has shattered the world of appearances, the fundamental pillar of the
system. He has upset the power structure by tearing apart what holds it together. He
has demonstrated that living a lie is living a lie. He has broken through the exalted
facade of the system and exposed the real, base foundations of power. He has said
that the emperor is naked. And because the emperor is in fact naked, something
extremely dangerous has happened: By his action, the greengrocer has addressed the
world. He has enabled everyone to peer behind the curtain. He has shown everyone
that it is possible to live within the truth. Living within the lie can constitute‘ the
system only if it is universal. The principle must embrace anq p.ermeajte ‘evcrythmg.
There are no terms whatsoever on which it can coexist th‘h 1¥vmg within the m-ltl.],
and therefore everyone who steps out of line denies it in principle and threatens it in

its entirety.
Individuals can be alienated fro :
them to alienate. The terrain of this violation 1S

truth is thus woven directly into the texture Of FIVIHS : e
alternative, the authentic aim to which living a lie is an inauthentic response. Nty

against this background does living 2 lie make any sense: It exists becagse otf Fhat
background. In its excusatory, chimerical roo_tednc.:s.s in the hun&and ort gr, 1d;s;la
response to nothing other than the human predisposition to truth. Under the orderly

.

as manager of the
. His hopes for a

m themselves only because there is something in
their authentic existence. Living the
of living a lie. It is the repressed
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surface of the life of lies, therefore, there slumbers the hidden sphere of life + .
real aims. of its hidden openness (0 truth. N I it
The singular, explosive, incalculahlg political power of living Within the ¢
resides in the fact that living openly within the truth has an ally, invisibje ¢, be ‘ruth
but omnipresent: this hidden sphere. It is from this .splllere that life liveg ()pcn";ur?'
the truth grows: it is to this sphere that it speaks and 1n it that it finds understand‘y X
This is where the potential for communication exists. But this place is hidden 1:8‘
therefore. from the perspective of power, very dangerous. The complex ferment thn'd
takes place within it goes on in semidarkness, and by the time it finally surfaceg imd(j
the light of day as an assortment of shocking surprises to the system, it is usually toq
late to cover them up in the usual fashion. Thus they create a situation in which
regime is confounded, invariably causing panic and driving it to react in inappropri_

ate ways.

The profound crisis of human identity brought on by living within a lie, a criss
which in turn makes such a life possible, certainly possesses a moral dimension as
well; it appears, among other things, as a deep moral crisis in society. A person
who has been seduced by the consumer value system, whose identity is dissolved in
an amalgam of the accoutrements of mass civilization, and who has no roots in the
order of being, no sense of responsibility for anything higher than his or her own
personal survival, is a demoralized person. The system depends on this demoraliza-
tion, deepens it, is in fact a projection of it into society.

Living within the truth, as humanity’s revolt against an enforced position, is, on
the contrary, an attempt to regain control over one’s own sense of responsibility. In
other words, it is clearly a moral act, not only because one must pay so dearly for it,
but principally because it is not self-serving: The risk may bring rewards in the form
of a general amelioration in the situation, or it may not. In this regard, as I stated
previously, it is an all-or-nothing gamble, and it is difficult to imagine a reasonable
person embarking on such a course merely because he or she reckons that sacrifice
today will bring rewards tomorrow, be it only in the form of general gratitude. (BY
the way, the representatives of power invariably come to terms with those who live
within the truth by persistently ascribing utilitarian motivations to them—2 lust for
power or fame or wealth—and thus they try, at least, to implicate them in their own
world, the world of general demoralization.)

If living within the truth in the post-totalitarian system becomes the chief bfeed;
ing ground for independent, alternative political ideas, then all considerations 300!
the nature and future prospects of these ideas must necessarily reflect this mor: [
dimension as a political phenomenon. (And if the revolutionary Marxist belief aboﬁ1
morality as a product of the “superstructure” inhibits any of our friends fr &
realizing the full significance of this dimension and, in one way oOr another, fr° §
including it in their view of the world, it is to their own detriment: AD an}(lﬂu:
fidelity to the postulates of that world view prevents them from properly ““dersufr-lng

ing the mechanisms of their own political influence, thus paradoxically_ ma}: f
them precisely what they, as Marxists, so often suspect others of being""flc".r:t
“false consciousness.”) The very special political significance of mora!lt)’ : dorn
post-totalitarian system is a phenomenon that is at the very least unusual in M°

ops i t t0
political history, a phenomenon that might well have—as 1 shall soon atter™p
show—far-reaching consequences.

b



Ethics and Antipolitics

There is N0 way around it: ne marse. ,
be, it can no longer sp ku matter how beaugfy) an alternati
<« ey L . ' ) ‘ \ ; : Iti
may be, itical SPeak to the “hidden Sphere,” ingp;  Doou Al mode]
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totalitarian system is elsewhere: i the
complex demands of that system ang the
human beings to live, to a certain o
is. to live in a bearable way, not to
to be continually watched by
find an outlet for their creativity, to enjoy leg

Anything that touches this field concretel
mental. omnipresent, and living tension, wil
projects for an ideal political or economic ord
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in the post-
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Y, anything that relates to this funda-
1 mev1tablly speak to people. Abstract

at
officials, not

re d ete and human “here and now” and the
more they fix their sights on an abstract “some day,” the more easily they can

degenerate into new forms of human enslavement. People who live in the post-
totalitarian system know only too well that the question of whether one or several
political parties are in power, and how these parties define and label themselves, is
of far less importance than the question of whether or not it is possible to live like a
human being.

To shed the burden of traditional political categories and habits and open oneself
up fully to the world of human existence and then to draw political conclusions only
after having analyzed it: This is not only politically more realistic but at the same
time, from the point of view of an “ideal state of affairs,” politically more promis-
ing as well. A genuine, profound, and lasting ch:.:mge for the bcttfzr can no llo_nger
result from the victory (were such a victory possible) of any parFlcular tradluolnal
political conception, which can ultimately be only external, that is, a structural or

i i change will have to derive from
systemic conception. More than ever before, such a chang e to cenve o
human existence, from the fundamental reconstitution of the p(()lsz(t)l(t)[l:e(:] nli)ve r;;e "
the world, their relationships to themselves and to each ohther, ::;1 O an e;rer
a better economic and political model i.s © b-e Cregtfr?(;r:ﬂir;l:ngeslin society. This is
bofore it must derive, from profounc CXIS‘tenual and like a new car. If it is to be more
not something that can be designed and introducec 1 st above all be an expression
than just a new variation on the old degenerauog’ ::er:l:ystcm will not automatically
of life in the process of transfonning'lts(.:lf. A_ (e)nly by creating a better life can a
ensure a better life. In fact the opposite 15 true:

- n

bett?rrhsysw'm behdevT.l‘c:i[;ed w ithin the truth ceases to be a “;iiea:] \eviz:t:ll(:ll Ooniti;;:ng
with a?ix:llg lréc:fle; artigculate in a particular W?Y;JZIth:oi?al, and political life of
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What is this independent life of :fociety'? The spectrupm, o
activities is naturally very wide. It includes everything from gejf. g, Siong.
thinking about the world, thmugh _l‘rec L.‘reatlve.activity and jtg com dut‘gtj()n ::d
others. to the most varied free, civic flttltlldes, :n.cluding instances O?ynmamm r:.i
social self-organization. In short, it is an area in which Jiy; N |
becomes articulate and materializes in a visible way.

And now I may properly be asked the question: What g to

My skepticism toward alternative political models and the
reforms or changes to redeem us does not, of course, mean thy
political thought altogether. Nor does my emphasis on the importance of focy
concern on real human beings disqualify me from considering the possible Slruc'[?: ]
consequences flowing from it. On the contrary, if A was said, then B should pe Saiad
as well. Nevertheless, I will offer only a few Very general remarks.

Above all, any existential revolution should provide hope of a moral reconstip.
tion of society, which means a radical renewal of the relationship of human beings t
what I have called the “human order,” which no political order can replace. A new
expenience of being, a renewed rootedness in the universe, a newly grasped sense of
“higher responsibility,” a newfound inner relationship to other people and to the

human community—these factors clearly indicate the direction in which we mus
go.

its

be d()nﬂ, then')

ability f $Ystery;,
t I am skepticai nf'



Solidarity

The difficult situation brought about by Gierek’s inability tr.; solve Polany -
womic decline. coupled with the increased sense that alternatives existeq Produc s,
in the summer of 1980 a series of strikes that 116.([ fo-a ('Jran'ialic C'O’?ffonmmr;
berween government and strikers at the Lenin Shipyards in Gdarisk. Af,, -y
negona tions. the government, much to the surprise of everyf)ne, capitulated almegy
;p;vzﬁf(!(“;'\.' 10 the workers' demands. A good many of the things the workers SOughy
11-,(‘,-;- ;,-nd}';mrra/ job-related gains, but some of their demands involved basic politi.
cal issues. The portions of the Gdarisk accord of August 1980 by which the govern.
men: accepied Solidarity as a legitimate political agent are printed here. Thjs ,, i
the first time that a communist government recognized the independent existenc, of
anorher political force in society.

During the next year and a half Solidarity acted less and less like a trade union
and more and more as if it were a great national front preparing to assume power,
perhaps first in local workers’ councils and then eventually in parliament. The
contradiction between Solidarity’s trade union organization and its national goals,
as well as the relatively moderate policies that its leader Lech Walesa pursued in
order 1o lessen the chance of Soviet invasion, led Poles to call the movement a
“self-limiting revolution.” Nonetheless, in October 1981 Solidarity adopted a pro-
gram that called for, among other things, the creation of a “self-governing re-
public,” a phase the party correctly interpreted as destructive of its “leading role.”
Portions of that program are excerpted here.

In 1981 General Wojciech Jaruzelski assumed leadership of the Polish party and
state. After a series of demands that Solidarity cease its political activities. he
imposed martial law, imprisoned most of the Solidarity leaders, and began a pre-
cess of retrenchment he called “normalization.” Reproduced here are portions o/
the speech in which he announced this policy.
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The Tragedy of Central Europe
ijan Kundera
april 20 1984

In November 1956, the director of the Hungarian N
office Was ﬂattenef:l by artillery fire, sent a telex to [heWS ﬁ}gcncy, shortly before hi

ossage announcing that the Russian attack agaj € entire world withadCSperatl:
dispatch ended with these words: “We are go%n nst Bl!dapest had begun. The
Burope. & to die for Hungary and for

What did this sentence mean? It certainly meant th .

endangering Hungary and with it Europe itself. But in 3ththe Russian tanks were
danger” Were the Russian tanks about to push past the HW a sense was Europe in
the West? No. The director of the Hungarian News Agenc urrlfanan borders and into
i attacking Hungary, were attacking Europe itself. Hera:ant glat the Bussians,
Hungary might rem ain Hungary and European. ready to die so that

Even if the sense of the sentence seems clear, it continues to intri
Actually, in France, in America, one is accustomed to thinking that wh:tg:zeasus;
stake during the invasion was neither Hungary nor Europe but a political regim:;l
One would never have said that Hungary as such had been threatened; still lesé
would one ever understand why a Hungarian, faced with his own death, addressed
Europe. When Solzhenitsyn denounces communist oppression, does he invoke Eu-
rope as a fundamental value worth dying for?

No. “To die for one’s country and for Europe”
be thought in Moscow or Leningrad; it is precisely the phrase that could be th

—that is a phrase that could not
ought

in Budapest or Warsaw.

In Central Europe, the eastern border of the West, everyone has always been
particularly sensitive to the dangers of Russian might. And it’s not just the Poles.
Frantisek Palacky, the great historian and the figure most representative of Czcch
politics in the nineteenth century, wrote in 1848 a famous letter to the revolutionary
parliament of Frankfurt in which he justified the continued C.Xisttil“lce. of the
Hapsburg Empire as the only possible rampart against Russia, against - th1§ p?wer
which, having already reached an enormous size today, 15 noW a;limenit;?sg 11:12 ::iiﬁ
beyond the reach of any Western country.” Palacky wamcdh(i)ch r‘;isans . sgught

ambitions; it aspired to become 2 «yniversal monarchy,
» trans. Bdmund White,

1 Europe,
of Centra P <ion of Milan Kundera

Reprint i “ ed i
printed from Milan Kundera, The Tragecy 33-38, by permis

The New York Review of Books, April 26, 1984, pp:
217
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“A Russian universal monarchy,” Palacky wrote «

world domination.
an immeasurable and limitlegg ¢

immense and indescribable disaster, $8Sten »
Central Europe, according to Palacky, ought to be a family of cq.,: ]cr,

each of which—treating the others with mutual respect and secure in thcd Nationg

of a strong. unified state- ~would also cultivate its own individualj

dream. although never fully realized, would remain powerful and influentiy| N
o be a condensed version of Europe itself in al. Ce

tral Europe longed t all its -
variety, a small arch-European Europe, a reduced model of Europe madcultural
nations conceived according to onc rule: the greatest variety within the < Up of
space. How could C entral Europe not be horrified facing a Russia foun dedr:a”e“
opposite principle: the smallest variety within the greatest space? " the

Indeed. nothing could be more foreign to Central Europe and its Passion f,
variety than Russia: uniform, standardizing, centralizing, determined to transf or
every nation of its empire (the Ukrainians, the Belortssians, the Armeniang tr;n
[atvians. the Lithuanians, and others) into a single Russian people (or, as is l:nor:
commonly expressed in this age of generalized verbal mystification, into a “single
Soviet people™).

And so, again: Is communism the negation of Russian history or its fulfillment?

Certainly it is both its negation (the negation, for example, of its religiosity) and
its fulfillment (the fulfillment of its centralizing tendencies and its imperial dreams),

Seen from within Russia, this first aspect—the aspect of its discontinuity—is
the more striking. From the point of view of the enslaved countries, the second
aspect—that of its continuity—is felt more powerfully.

But am I being too absolute in contrasting Russia and Western civilization? Isn’t
Europe, though divided into east and west, still a single entity anchored in ancient
Greece and Judeo-Christian thought?

Of course. Moreover, during the entire nineteenth century, Russia, attracted to
Europe, drew closer to it. And the fascination was reciprocated. Rilke claimed that
Russia was his spiritual homeland, and no one has escaped the impact of the great
Russian novels, which remain an integral part of the common European cultural
legacy.

Yes, all this is true; the cultural betrothal between the two Europes mmaiqs a
great and unforgettable memory. But it is no less true that Russian communism
vigorously reawakened Russia’s old anti-Western obsessions and turned it brutally
against Europe.

But Russia isn’t my subject and I don’t want to wander into its immense
complexities, about which I’'m not especially knowledgeable. I want simply t0 makf
this point once more: On the eastern border of the West—more than ﬂ“)"“fl.ei:
else—Russia is seen not just as one more European power but as a singular c1V! 7
tion, an other civilization. - dostiny

This is why the countries in Central Europe feel that the change in thel! (;k on
that occurred after 1945 is not merely a political catastrophe: It is also an f““;Se p
their civilization. The deep meaning of their resistance is the struggle © pr
their identity—or, to put it another way, to preserve their Westernness- "

There are no longer any illusions about the regimes of Russia’s satell

pr(ltecn(":'
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we forget is their esse 219

" f the West.
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“Iﬂﬂ the map 0‘ ‘

i this disappearance remained nvisible? w,
can locate the cause in

qtral EUrope itself.
(el e history of the Poles. the Czechs, the Siovake.
. ' the

qrbulent and fragmented. Their traditions of stateheyo hav Hungarians has been
(inuOus than those of the larger European € been weaker and Je -

nations. B :

o0 : §. Boxed j
o side and the Russians on the other, the nationg of Central ? hy
' ' niral buro

; i strength in the struggle to survive and to pre .

::\': qever been entirely integrated into the 31?::::&:1?: Iafng:"a'm' Since they
r\’mainc‘d the least knn\nfn apd the most fragile part of t‘}*]eﬂwf,umm., they have
urther. bY the curtain of their strange and scarcely accessib] !Cﬂt-—hlddcn. even
The Austrian empire had the great opportunity of ma];;n CC anguagcs.

qtrong- anified state. But the Austrians, alas, were divide% be?tral Europe into 2
pan-German nationalism and their own Central European misziweerfr an anfogant
cucceed 10 building a federation of equal nations, and their fail(L"- hhf:y did not
misfortune of the whole of Europe. Dissatisfied, the other nations ofr Ec o [;,een the
plew apart their empire in 1918, without realizing that in spite of its inaizit;a Eu.mp.e
was imeplaceable. After the First World War, Central Europe was theref:,l:j:i::: it
formed 1nto a region of small., \:vealf states, whose vulnerability ensured first Hitlers’;
conquest and ultlmatt.tly Stalin’s triumph. Perhaps for this reason, in the European
memory these countries always seem to be the source of dangerous trouble.

And. to be frank, I feel that the error made by Central Europe was owing to what
 call the “ideology of the Slavic world.” 1 say “ideology” advisedly, for it is only a
piece of political mystification invented in the nineteenth century. The Czechs (in
spite of the severe warnings of their most respected leaders) loved to brandish
nzively their “Slavic ideology” as a defense against German aggressiveness. The
Russians, on the other hand, enjoyed making use of it to justify their own imperial
ambitions. “The Russians like to label everything Russian as Slavic, so that later
they can label everything Slavic as Russian,” the great Czech writer Karel Havlicek
declared in 1844, trying to warn his compatriots against their silly and ignorant
enthusiasm for Russia. It was ignorant because the Czechs, for a thousand years,
have never had any direct contact with Russia. In spite of their linguistic kinship, the
Czechs and the Russians have never shared a common world: neither a common
history nor a common culture. The relationship between the Poles and the Russians,
though, has never been anything less than a struggle of l.ife am,i, death. .

Joseph Conrad was always irritated by the label “Slaylc soul” that peqplc love
to slap on him and his books because of his Polish origms,. and, abqut Slxt{. years
ago, he wrote that “nothing could be more alien to wl.1at is cal.le.:dl in Elhi ngzﬂz
world the “Slavic spirit” than the Polish temperament ’Wllth its (fhlVﬁ ncz sz A
moral constraints and its exaggerated respect for individual rights. " of abscure
Understand him! I, too, know of nothing m

P Y l
ore ridiculous than this cult ot
“ : " i attributed to
depths, this noisy and empty sentimentality of the GJavic soul” that s &
e from time to time!)

Nevertheless, the idea of a Slavic W
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orld is a commonplace of world historiogra-
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phy. The division of Europe after I945—-w.htch united this suppose Slavic "
(including the poor Hungarians and Romanians whose language is oL, of ¢, orlq
Slavic—but why bother over trifles?)—has therefore seemed almogt like 4 nal:rge'
Ura|

solution.

So is it the fault of Central Europe that the West hasn’t even Noticeq
disappearance? "

Not entirely. At the beginning of our century, Central Europe was, despite -
political weakness, a great cultural center, perhaps the greatest. And, , dmittedllm
while the importance of Vienna, the city of Freud and Mahler, is readily acknio)
edged today, its importance and originality make little sense unless they are SWL
against the background of the other countries and cities that together participatedeien
and contributed creatively to, the culture of Central Europe. If the schoo] of Schf,:’
berg founded the twelve-tone system, the Hungarian Béla Barték, one of the great:
est musicians of the twentieth century, knew how to discover the ast origing]
possibility in music based on the tonal principle. With the work of Kafk, and
Hasek, Prague created the great counterpart in the novel to the work of the Viennege
Musil and Broch. The cultural dynamism of the non-German-speaking countries
was intensified even more after 1918, when Prague offered the world the innova-
tions of structuralism and the Prague Linguistic Circle. And in Poland the great
trinity of Witold Gombrowicz, Bruno Schulz, and Stanislas Witkiewicz anticipated
the European modernism of the 1950s, notably the so-called theater of the absurd.

A question arises: Was this entire creative explosion just a coincidence of geog-
raphy? Or was it rooted in a long tradition, a shared past? Or, to put it another way:
Does Central Europe constitute a true cultural configuration with its own history?
And if such a configuration exists, can it be defined geographically? What are its
borders?

It would be senseless to try to draw its borders exactly. Central Europe is not a
state: It is a culture or a fate. Its borders are imaginary and must be drawn and
redrawn with each new historical situation.

Central Europe therefore cannot be defined and determined by political frontiers
(which are inauthentic, always imposed by invasions, conquests, and occupations),
but by the great common situations that reassemble peoples, regroup them in ever
new ways along the imaginary and ever-changing boundaries that mark a realm
inhabited by the same memories, the same problems and conflicts, the same com-
mon tradition. _

Sigmund Freud’s parents came from Poland, but young Sigmund spent his
childhood in Moravia, in present-day Czechoslovakia. Edmund Husser] and Gusta¥
Mahler also spent their childhoods there. The Viennese novelist Joseph Roth had hi$
roots in Poland. The great Czech poet Julius Zeyer was born in Prague to a German;
_speaking family; it was his own choice to become Czech. The mother tongue R
Hermann Kafka, on the other hand, was Czech, while his son Franz took UP
German. The key figure in the Hungarian revolt of 1956, the writer Tibor Dcr{:
L fm“_‘ a German-Hungarian family, and my dear friend Danilo Kis, the excf:n
lent novelist, is Hungario-Yugoslav. What a tangle of national destinies among ¥
the most representative figures of each country! art

And all of the names I've just mentioned are those of Jews. Indeed, no otheP
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another thing makes the Jewish people o r lou
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wmboli€ image- What is Central Europe? Ap -une ectf:d
" ecn Russia and Germany. I underscore the wq ge‘rtam
the Jews if not a small nation, the small natiop rds: smq
| the small nations of all time which has survivggf exce_:]
-h of History. €mpi
gut what is a small nation? I offer you my definition: Th
ghose Very existence may be put in question at any mo;ne e- small nation is one
disappear and it knows 1t. A French, a Russi I t; a small nation can
Sap) _ , ussian, or an English man is
gsking questons at.)out the very survival of his nation. His anthems s ::l: use}:d .
< and et.crnlty. The Polish anthem, however, starts with the vefse' “‘}3)“1}’ Of
has not yet perished. . . .7 + “Poland
Central Europe as a ffarmly of §mall nations has its own vision of the world, a
vision based on a deep distrust of history. History, that goddess of Hegel and Ma;x
sat incarnation of reason that judges us and arbitrates our fate—that is the history
of conquerers. The people of Central Europe are not conquerers. They cannot be
separated from European history; they cannot exist outside it; but they represent the
wrong side of this history; they are its victims and outsiders. It’s this disabused view

of history that is the source of their culture, of their wisdom, of the “nonserious
«“Never forget that only in opposing History

spirit” that mocks grandeur and glory. _
as such can we resist the history of our own day.” 1 would love to engrave this
sentence by Witold Gombrowicz above
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In the Middle Ages. it was based on a shared religion. In g,
which the medieval God has been changed into a Deus absmndm,,r?;: ™ e,
religion bowed out, giving way to culture, which became the expr 'd( _"-‘lln
supreme values by which European humanity understood itself (lcfincf;;m? of ;}L'
Self g,

tified itself as European. - iden
Now it seems that another change is taking place in our century, a4 ;
casj

the one that divided the Middle Ages from the modern era. Just 4 Gmpfmm .
gave way to culture, culture in turn is giving way. Ie

But to what and to whom? What realm of supreme values wij] be
uniting Europe? Technical feats? The marketplace? The mass medig? (W"C]a
poet be replaced by the great journalist?) Or by politics? But by which pol'tl'
right or the left? Is there a discernible shared ideal that stil] exgs a’b:s?ﬂn
Manichaeanism of the left and the right that is as stupid as it is insurmoyg Ve this
. G ; - able? Wi
it be the principle of tolerance, respect for the beliefs and ideas of other People il
won't this tolerance become empty and useless if it no longer Protects e? Qut
creativity or a strong set of ideas? Or should we understand the abdicatiop, of ; ’nch
as a sort of deliverance, to which we should ecstatically abandon ourselves? O, tu?e
the Deus absconditus return to fill the empty space and reveal hlmself‘? 1 d:“,u
know. I know nothing about it. I think I know only that culture has Bowed o?nt

The last direct personal experience of the West that Central European Countries
remember is the period from 1918 to 1938. Their picture of the West, then, is of the
West in the past, of a West in which culture had not yet entirely bowed out.

With this in mind, I want to stress a significant circumstance: The Central
European revolts were not nourished by the newspapers, radio, or television—that
is, by the “media.” They were prepared, shaped, realized by novels, poetry, theater,
cinema, historiography, literary reviews, popular comedy and cabaret, philosoph-
ical discussions—that is, by culture. The mass media—which, for the French and
Americans, are indistinguishable from whatever the West today is meant to be —
played no part in these revolts (since the press and television were completely under
state control).

That’s why, when the Russians occupied Czechoslovakia, they did everything
possible to destroy Czech culture. This destruction had three meanings: First, it
destroyed the center of the opposition; second, it undermined the identity of th.e
nation, enabling it to be more easily swallowed up by Russian civilization; third, 1t
put a violent end to the modern era, the era in which culture still represented the
realization of supreme values. o

This third consequence seems to me the most important. In effect, totalltaﬂ‘ﬂg
Russian civilization is the radical negation of the modern West, the West crf‘:atef
four centuries ago at the dawn of the modern era: the era founded on the authOﬂtYh‘i’S
the thinking, doubting individual, and on an artistic creation that expmsseﬂml..
uniqueness. The Russian invasion has thrown Czechoslovakia into 2 “postcult el
era and left it defenseless and naked before the Russian army and the omnipre

state television. ¢ pragee

While still shaken by this triply tragic event which the invasion G 1ssacre
represented, I arrived in France and tried to explain to French friends the mlite e
of culture that had taken place after the invasion: “Try to imagine' All of the

Erea
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