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Abstract

The thesis describes the struggles. problems and accomplishments of Charter
77 since its founding in 1977 until its final days in 1992. The main premise is
that Charter 77 was a coalition of different individuals with different political
beliefs. The main focus is on Charter 77 signatories’ interactions and the
prablems that arose from their multi-political orientations. The thesis outlines
the reasons for Charter 77's anti-political policy and dialogue approach when
dealing with the Czechoslovak Communist Government. Furthermore. it deals
with Charter 77 during the Velvet Revolution and its involvement in the Civic
Forum. In the end the thesis discusses the reasons why Charter 77 is not active

in the post-Communist Czech Republic.

The research and conclusions are mostly based on interviews with Charter 77
signatories. The interviews were conducted by the author. Richard Pesik. during
his visit of the Czech Republic in 1996. In addition, some information is based
on questionnaires designed and distributed by the author to the Charter 77

signatories and printed materiais collected during his visit.

The thesis confirms that there were some problems among Charter 77
signatories during the decision making process due to their political orientations.

There were disagreements among some ex-Communist
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signatories and the non-Communist signatories. The ex-Communists’
presence in Charter 77 became a source for attacks against Charter 77 after the
Communist downfall. The establishment of political pluralism was the main

reason why Charter 77 could not survive in the present Czech Republic.
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Vychodni Evropu obchazi
strasidio, kterému na Zapadé
fikaji "disidentstvi”.

Vaclav Havel. Moc Bezmocnych.
1978’

Introduction

On September 17, 1989 during the Prague student rally held to commemorate
the death of a student, Jan Opletal, the anti-Communist movement in
Czechoslovakia took a sudden upward turn. The bloody suppression of the
demonstration by the police outraged the majority of Czechoslovak citizens and
was a fundamental reason for the soaring criticism of the Czechoslovak
Communist government by many people and opposition movements. It directly
expedited the disintegration of the Communist power in Czechoslovakia. The
changes in Eastern Europe. mainly in the Soviet Union where the Communist
government introduced a policy of reconstruction. were additional factors that
accelerated that disintegration. The continuous opposition demands and
endless anti-government rallies forced the Czechoslovak government and

Gustav Husak. the president and UV KSC leader. to make necessary

' "Thraughout the Eastern Europe rambles a scarecrow that the West calls 'dissent’.” Vaclav
Havel. Moc Bezmocnych. 1978. Lidové Noviny: Praha. 1990. p. 5.

!
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concessions to prevent bloodshed. The first major opposition victory occurred
when Vaclav Havel. a non-Communist playwright who was often a prisoner of
the castle for his involvement in Charter 77 and other anti-Communist
movements. was elected President of the Czechoslovak Republic following

Husak's forced resignation in December 19892

Havel's election marked the end of the Communist era in post-Second Worid
War Czechoslovakia and returned Czechoslovakia to the democratic family of
Western nations. The Communists takeover in February 1948 interrupted this
process. The new Communist Government introduced a political terror similar to
that in the Soviet Union under Stalin's leadership. The long Stalinist winter had
begun in Czechoslovakia. Following their Communist Brothers in the Soviet
Unian. the Czechoslovak Communist Party introduced political trials aimed
against the enemies of Communism. Neither Communists (R. Slansky. G.
Husak. L. Novomestky. etc.) nor non-Communists (M. Horakova, J. Urban. gen.
H. Pika. etc.) were exempted from these orchestrated trials. They executed
many of them as the result of the trial. The trials did not end untii 1954, a one
year after Stalin's death. During the following years the Czechoslovak

Government revised some of the orchestrated trials. but the main revisionist

* Véaclav Havel was many times interrogated by the Czechoslovak police for his involverment
with Charter 77. During the Charter 77 active period. Vaclav Havel spent many months in
Czechoslovak prisons. The phrase ‘a prisoner of the castle’ refers to mediaeval European history.
During the mediaeval times kings and the nobility were ‘lawmakers’ of their territones. Because the
President’s office Is situated at Hrad¢any. an old king's castle above Prague. and the Communists
were 'lawmakers’ in Czechoslovakia during their govern meant the pnrase refers to their ‘unlimited’

control.

19
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period together with a democratization of Czechosliovakia. so-cailed Action

Program, did not start until the Prague Spring.

During the Prague Spring various sections of the Czechosiovak society, mainly
academic and entertainment groups. called for greater political freedom and
freedom of expression. This process was brutally interrupted on August 21.
1968 by the Eastern Bloc military invasion. The liberation process ended with a
mass exodus of Czechoslovak citizens to the West and by political purges of
Czechoslovak Communists and the rest of the Czechoslovak population. During
the following year 1969, the Government introduced a political approach of
'normalization’. which lasted until the last days of Communist power in
Czechoslovakia. During the process of 'normalization’ various opposition forces

surfaced in Czechoslovakia.

The long struggle to enforce democratic principies in Czechoslovakia would not
be possible without both. the anti-Government movements within
Czechoslovakia and the democratic forces in the Western World, that helped
financially and morally to compiete this struggle. Various Western leaders and
organizations together. with Czechoslovak emigres and their political
organization in the West. were the major supporters of the anti-Government
struggle in Czechoslovakia following the August 21. 1968 invasion of
Czechoslovakia by the armies of the Soviet Union and five members of the

Warsaw Pact.

(V¥ )
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One of the most important opposition forces in former Czechoslovakia® that help
to depose the Communists was Charter 77. Established in January 1977.
Charter 77 was a minority group of people who had various political and
religious beliefs. different occupations and intellectual levels. Charter 77's
protest proclamations. published in Czechoslovakia and other countries.
informed Czechoslovak citizens and people around the World about the
lawbreaking by the Communist Government in Czechoslovakia. Signatories and
spokespersons of the Charter 77 were a bad omen to the Prague based
Government. Unfortunately. Charter 77. owing to its objectives and moral views
was unable to predict a possible break-up of Czechoslovakia once the
Communist Government was replaced by a multiparty system in 1989. The

break-up of Czechoslovakia was not an issue for Charter 77 until 1991.

Previous writers on Charter 77 history focused mainly on its proclamations rather
than on the individual relationships among the signatories either during the
pre-revolution. revolution or post-revolution era of Czechosiovak history®  While
these statements are important. to fully understand the role of Charter 77 and its
signatories. it is important to focus on interactions among individual Charter 77

signatories and their roles mainly within the Civic Forum, that were the building

: Czechoslovakia ceased her existence in December 1992 when she was divided into two
independent states The Czech Republic and The Slovak Repubiic.

* For example: Karel and ivan Kynclovi (Po jaru p/sia zima: Aneb zamysleni nad viastni kniZzkou
o Charté 77, etc.). Vilém Preéan (Novorodni Filipika 1995: Disent a Charta 77 v pojeti Milana
Otshla, Krest ané a Charta 77: Vybér dokumenty a textd.Charta 77: 1977-1989. Od moralni k
Demokratické revoluci. etc.) and Gordon H. Skilling (Civic Freedom in Central Europe:Voices from

Czechoslovakia, etc.} to name a few.
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blocks for establishing the democratic government in Czechoslovakia. Civic
Forum was one of the main associations during the Velvet Revolution. From
Civic Forum and Charter 77 came some of the leading political figures who
helped to shape the democratic process in the post-revolution Czechoslovak
era. Some of them are still leading political and public figures in The Czech

Republic®.

In order to comprehend the interactions of Charter 77 signatories. | shaped the
interviews and questionnaires to develop an understanding of the relationship
among Charter 77 signatories. After meetings with the signatories. the people
who were active during the prime of Charter 77 and reading their answers to the
questionnaires. | was able to summarize the main force behind their collective
work and offer answers to the following question: Why could they cooperate
until the disintegration of the Communist Czechoslovakia and why sometimes
had their friendship dissoived after Democracy was introduced? The important
factors for me were: (1) were the relationship and consensus during Charter 77
functions easily accomplished? and (2) were there any disagreements among
individual signatories during Charter 77 active years? Did the former
Communist Party members within Charter 77 cooperate without any pressure on
the non-Communist signatories? Another question emerged during our
conversations: Is there a need for a similar organization as Charter 77 in the

present Czech Republic ?

* Jiti Didenstbier. Vaclav Havel. Peter Pithart. Jan Ruml. Vaclav Benda, etc.



CHARTER 77: ITS STRUGGLE. PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

The following study of Charter 77 is divided into four chapters. The first chapter
deals with Charter 77 prior to the Velvet Revolution (Sametova Revoluce), its
history and the relationships among various signatories. The second chapter
discusses Charter 77 during the year 1989 and the signatories’ invoivement
during the Velvet Revoiution. The main focus will be on their involvement in
Civic Forum. The third chapter describes Charter 77 in the last years of its
active existence.® It suggests the main reasons why Charter 77 did not survive
to the present. In addition. the disintegration of Charter 77 raises a question
whether there is need for a similar association in the present Czech Republic.

The fourth chapter discusses the two leading personalities of Charter 77.

The conclusion confirms how healthy the relationship among the signatories was
and it summarises the problems that may be existing in an association like
Charter 77 The work is based mainly on oral and written materials coliected
during my visit of The Czech Republic in 1996. Since | could sample only a
small number of Charter 77 signatories among all who could be interviewed or
reached by my questionnaires. the conclusion does not reflect the beliefs of all

of the signatories.

¢ Because Charter 77 was not a formal organization it could never be actually dissolved. in 1992
after long debates Charter 77 ended its active life.

6
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Chapter |

Charter 77

1977 - 1988

The beginning of Charter 77

The Czechoslovak Government's political program of “normalization” introduced
in 1969 led to repressions against certain members of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia’ and against all forms of anti-Government movements during
the years that followed. Organized anti-Government movements were unable to
form until the late 1970's. The beginning of an independent anti-Government
initiative was sparked by the Czechoslovak Government’s ratification of two
important Helsinki international treaties. These were the International Treaty of
Human and Civic Rights and The International Treaty of Economical. Social and
Cultural Rights. The treaties were ratified on November 11. 1975 by the

Czechoslovak Government and incorporated into the Czechoslovak constitution

’ Thousands of members of The Czechoslovak Communist Party were expelled from the Party
in 1969 faor their political orientation during the Prague Spring. At the same time many members of
the Communist Party left the Czechoslovak Communist Party as a resuit of their protest and
disillusion with the Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia on August 21, 1968 and
“normalization” process in Czechoslovakia.
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on March 23. 19762 They were an important stimulus. A small number of
ex-Communists and intellectuals formed a dissident movement. that originated
from a growing dissatisfaction with the political and economic situation in
totalitarian Czechoslovakia. Both groups. the former Communists and
academia. saw the Czechoslovak Communist Party’s obligation to comply with
the treaties. The treaties gave a signal to increase pressure on the
Czechoslovak Government institutions to guarantee basic political. civic and
human rights of its citizens. The concern was that the treaties would not be

functional and Human and Civic Rights would constantly be ignored in practice.

In 1976. some of the main actors from Prague Spring of 1968 and the period
from 1968-1969 resumed talks to establish a group that would oversee the
Czechoslovak Government's compliance with the treaties and uphold the Human
and Civic Rights of ordinary Czechoslovak citizens. Similar groups were
established in the Soviet Union and other Eastern European countries as well.
The key figures in Czechoslovakia were Zdenék Mlynar. Jifi Hejdanek. Jiri Hajek
and Petr Uhl. together with a few representatives of Czechoslovak academia and

underground®, mainly professor Jan Patoéka and writers Vaclav Havel, and

8 2denék Jicinsky. Charta 77 a pravni stat. Doplnék: Brno.1995. p.14.
® The underground was a group of people: writers, song-writers, singers, artists etc. who disagree

with the policies of the Czechoslovak Communist Government. They were mostly apolitical. but
believed in the Freedom of Speech. Movement and Democracy.

3
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Pavel Kohout.'® They decided to call this group Charter 77."" Due to the
political pluralism of their views.'? they concluded that Charter 77 would not have
any kind of membership or specific political orientation.'> The association of
individual citizens with Charter 77 was based upon the signing of various
documents published by the Charter 77 Political divergences among various
signatories of Charter 77 was the primary reason for the political pturalism of

Charter 77. which Vaclav Benda characterized as.

Charter [77] did not restrain its individuals (signatories) or groups
in political inclinations: we all meticulously exerted and respected
basic [and] ... fundamental political culture. that connected us:

which we advocated and [we] never tried to by any manner shift to

"9 Vaclav Havel. Jak se rodila Charta 77. In Vilém Precan ed..Charta 77: 1977-1989. Od
moraini k Demokratické revoluci. Cs. Stfedisko nezavisié literatury. Scheinfeld-Schwarzenberga a
Arche: Bratislava. 1990. pp. 17-19.

" Actually it was Pavel Kohout who invented the name Charter 77. Jifi Ruml. "A bude se
jmenovat Charta 77: Rekonstrukce jednoho ¢inu”. The photocopy of onginal document donated by
Jifi Ruml during my wisit of The Czech Republic.

"2 The founding signatories of the first Charter 77 document belonged to a wide spectrum of
political life in Czechoslovakia. ex-Communists. Socialists. Demacrats, anti-Communists.
intellectuals, underground. Catholics. Protestants and people with no specific political or religious
beliefs. There seems to be a pattern in Czechoslovak history of forming coalitions from people or
political parties that have not necessity the same political beliefs. The examples are the United
Front, Pétka and coalition of various political parties prior the Communist takeover in
Czechoslovakia in 1948. They usually formed the coalitions (1) to prevent any political force to
become dominant on the Czechoslovak scene and to establishing a majority government, {2) to
accomplished some political task which one political party would be enable to achieve or (3) a
united front against externai domination. The similar political process continues in the present
Czech Republic. Similar political process can be found during anti-colonial movements in Africa
and Asia during the period 1945-13965 or even in Québec dunng her struggle for independence.
Usually these movement disintigrates along its various political lines once the goal is accomplished.
Charter 77 was not an exeption.

* Vaclav Havel. op.cit. p.19.
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the Left or to the Right '*

Its non-political politics (political neutrality). as Vaclav Havel summarized
Charter 77 activities. played both important positive and negative roles. from its
beginning until the end of Charter 77's active existence. The turning point for
Charter 77 was Perestroika. the political ideology of Mikhail Gorbachev in the

Soviet Union.

The years 1977-1985 were a period of defining Charter 77's objectives and their
advancement. Based on Jan Patocka's philosophical ideas of social justice and
Havel's non-political policy. Charter 77 had to solve many problems in adjusting
itself to satisfy the needs of all signatories and the larger Czechoslovak society.
The pluralistic attitudes of Charter 77 signatories was one of the major reasons
why Charter 77 had to base its interaction with Czechoslovak Government
institutions on dialogue. Composed of former Communists. religious believers.
atheists. underground dissidents and other political representatives, Charter 77
in its first years had to solve the problem of consensus among its signatories.
The problem with different ideological beliefs by individual signatories was
partially avoided by a non-political policy. This helped Charter 77 to modulate

its ideas. avoiding the problem internai political problems and turning Charter 77

' Interview with Vaclav Benda on August 26. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik. "Charta
nikomu nebranila. individuainé ani skupinové se politicky profilovat ale vSichni jsme uskostlive dbali
a rezpektovali to zakladni spoleéné ... elementarni politickou kultiru ktera nds spojovala, kterou
jsme haijili a kterou jsme se nikdy neodvazili jakym koliv zpisobem naievo nebo napravo ...
prekrocit.”

10
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towards one of the prevailing ideclogies: Sacialism or anti-Communism.

On January 1. 1977 Charter 77 published its first document criticizing the
Czechoslovak Government's actions toward Human and Civic Rights in

Czechosiovakia. It outlined Charter 77 reasoning and goals:

Charter 77 is a free, informal and open community of people of
different beliefs. different faiths and different professions. united by
the will to strive individually and collectively for the resspect of civic
and human rights in our country and the whole world."

Furthermore Charter 77 stated that it was a non-political association of
individuals and called for a dialogue with the Communist Government rather

than outlining a political program or establishing an oppaosition political party:

Charter 77 is not a base for opposition palitical activity.... It does
not want to demarcate its own program of political or social reforms
or changes. but to conduct a constructive dialogue with the political
and governmental authorities within its sphere of activities. '®

Charter 77 believed that constructive dialogue with the Czechosiovak

'S "Prohlaseni Charty 77: 1. ledna 1977". In Viiém Precan. Charta 77: 1977-1989. Od moraini
k Demokratické revoluci. Cs. Stfedisko nezavislé literatury. Scheinfeld-Schwarzenberg a Arche:
Bratislava. 1990. p.12. :"Charta 77 je voiné. neformaini a oteviené spolecenstvi lidi riznych
presvédceni. rizné viry a riznych profesi. které spojuje vile jednotlivé i spolecné se zasazovat o
respectovani obéanskych a lidskych prav v nasi zemiive svété.”

'® Ibid. p.12. "Charta 77 neni zakladnou k opoziéni politické ¢innosti.... Nechce tedy vytyCovat
viastni program politickych ¢&i spolecenskych reforem ¢i zmeén. ale vést v oblasti svého plsobeni
konstruktivni dialog s politickou a statni moci.”

1
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Government shouid guarantee the legitimization of Charter 77 within the

Czechoslovak Constitution.

To solve the problem of Charter 77 leadership and to develop consensus on
issues facing Charter 77 dealt. the first signatories agreed to constitute a
collective leadership committee (Team of Charter 77 Spokesmen) of three
spokespersons selected from Charter 77 signatories'’ . The pluralism of Charter
77 would be preserved by selecting the spokespersons based on the three main
political forces within Charter 77: (1) the former Communists, (2) the
underground and non-Communists and (3) intellectuals.’® This informal
agreement was sustained for most of Charter 77's active years. The
spokespersons were appointed for one year and at the end of their term it was
their responsibility to find a replacement for themselves from the group they had
represented. If some of them were unable to find the replacement. they could

either continue the next term or select a spokesperson from another group.

Ex-Communists and subgroups

Charter 77's January proclamation was signed at the beginning by 243

" Later the Team of Charter 77 Spokespersons was combined from the former and present
spokespersons.

'® The first spokespersons were Vaclav Havel (ptaywright) representing underground and
non-communist section: Jifi Hajek (former historic. dipiomat and politic) representing
ex-Communists: and Jan Patoéka (philosopher) representing intellectuals and the morai ideas of
Charter 77. During the following years the three spokespersons were selected to represent
ex-Communists. underground-intellectuals and Catholics - Protestants.

12
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signatories. By June 1977 there were about 700 signatories. Many of the
signatories were peopie "... who were stigmatized after 1969 for their civic
activities [during Prague Spring]. and they added their signatures during the
initial two or three surges [of signing]."'® The majority of the first signatories
were ex-Communists who. in Charter 77. had found an association in which they
could continue to promote some of their ideas from Prague Spring.*® The
ex-Communists within Charter 77 could be divided into three main groups: (1)
Eurocommunists, organized around Milos Hajek. (2) Trotskyites, a small group of
revolutionary sociatists. organized around Petr Uhi and (3) reform-Communists.
organized around Jifi Ruml. a group of Communists who divorced themselves
from certain ideas of Communism. Jaroslav Sabata. an ex-Communist. in his
interview pointed out that from the first 243 signatories, 140 were

ex-Communists.?'

The political influence of ex-Communists on the rest of Charter 77 signatories
depended on the political ideology of the subgroup they had belonged to. The

most influential were Eurocommunists. They were a Socialist oriented group

' Milan Otdhal. Opozice, moc. spolecnost: 1969/1989. Ustav pro Soudobé Déjiny AV CR.
Maxdorf: Praha. 1994. p.38. "... ktefi byli po roce 1968 postizeni. protoze se spoleensky
angazovali, a sviij podpis pripojili jiz v prvnich dvou ¢i tfech vinacn.”

# For a full understanding of Charter 77 see the Charter 77 founding document and Jan
Patocka’'s O povinosti branit se proti bezpravi published on January, 1997 and Jan Patocka's Co
mdZeme odekavat od Charty 77 pubiished on February 8, 1997.

' Interview with Jaroslav Sabata on August 21, 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik.'Vé_ctav
Benda in his interview stated that the Communists had about 50% of signatories at the beginning of
Charter 77.

-

13
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that never fully divorced itself from the idea of reform Socialism. The
Eurocommunists?® were the mast palitically active group within Charter 77. They
" ... had the best arganized group within Charter. They were sometimes called
Tuesdayats because of their requiar meetings on that day [Tuesday]."** Dana
Némcova characterizes Eurocommunists as " = a group with political thoughts
..." that had its own Eurociub to which they had invited many of Charter 77
signatories.?* Their organizational abilities were. according to Rudolf Batték.,
due to their large numbers and " ... a connection with their past” or so called
"genetic code".?® During Charter 77's active existence Eurocommunists. beside
their political activity. were able for most of the time to select a spokesperson to

represent their group every year.

The ability to name a spokesperson was very significant because the Team of
Spokespersons become a nucleus of Charter 77. Because only about 60 - 100
signatories belonged to the most active group within Charter 77%. the strong

majority of ex-Communists could greatly influence Charter 77 statements. The

Z They called themselves Eurocommunists because they based their ideolagy . similarly to
Italian Eurocommunists. on their divorce from the Leninist prnnciples.

3 Milan Otahal. Opozice. op.cit. p. 38. ... byli uvnitf Charty nejlépe organizovani. Nékdy byli
nazyvani dternici. nebot” se pravidelné v tento den schazeli.”

** Interview with Dana Némcova on August 21. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik.
"...skupina ktera myslela politicky....”

 |nterview with Rudolf Batték on August 22. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik. "...bylo jich
dost a spojeni s minulosti”. "geneticky kod"™.

* |nterview with Jifi Ruml on July 31. 1996 in Prague and interview with Milo§ Hajek on August
14, 1996 in Drchlava u Dubé. done by Richard Pesik.

14
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Eurocommunists could. in the pluralistic negotiations of Charter 77. act as a
pressure group during important decision-making.?’” Jarmila Bélikova in
suggested that there were some suspicions that the Eurocommunists had tried to
swing Charter 77 to the Left.® This suspicion was based mostly on their
Communist past. their better organizational abilities and their continuous active
involvement with each other and within Charter 77. Petruska Sustrova states
that "they. more than anybody else. were inclined to acquiring leadership
posts."?* The danger to turn Charter 77 to the Right or to the Left was only
avoided by its non-political intention and a lack of political activity during its first
decade of existence. Furthermore. their strong Leftist orientations had a
negative influence on Charter 77's younger generation who had in caontrast Right

Wing oriented thoughts.
The Trotskyites® influence was not as visible. Their numbers were too small to
play any major role during a decision making process. In addition, their radical

ideas were not supported by either former-Communists’ group.

The third group of former-Communists. the reform-Communists. rejected any role

¥ The spokespersons could be nominated from either of the ex-Communist subgroup.
* Interview with Jarmila Bélikova on August 15. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik.

3 |nterview with Petruska Sustrova on August 19. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik. "oni
vice nez kdokoliv jiny inklinovali k vedoucim pozicim™.

% The former Communist who divorced themselves from Leninists ideclogy and believed in
anarchism.
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for the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia in the implementing of changes to
the political system. Furthermore. they rejected any kind of cooperation with the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia tc implement those changes. They fully
divorced themseives from their Communist past and supported Charter 77
non-Communists Right Wing orientation. The suspicious relationship among the
three ex-Communist fractions was mainly between the Eurocommunists and the
reform-Communists. because both groups disagreed on various issues the

Charter 77 had to deal with.*

The non-partisan nature of Charter 77 and its orientation toward Human and
Civic Rights helped to avoid major conflict among signatories within the first ten
years. It led to their ability to accept and to understand the ideas of others and
to be able to make concessions to others. The use of negotiation without a
major power struggle among signatories was vital in reaching consensus on
issues that Charter 77 presented to the Czechoslovak Government institutions.
The consensus among the Team of Charter 77 Spokespersons enabled it to
persist. The ability of acceptance is best illustrated by Petruska Sustrova who

argued:

Charter [77] could not make any political statement since Véaclav
Benda. militant anticommunist and strong Catholic, would not be
able to find any common ground in political projects or political
ideas with Petr Uhl who was at that time and even now strong

¥ Interview with Jifi Ruml. op.cit. (Charter 77 non- militant approach, policy of dialogue, support
of Solidarity in Poland. etc.)
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Trotskyite. Furthermore, none of them would be able to find the
same o;.itlook with Ladislav Lis. who was a former communist
official

Another reason for the Eurocommunists' cooperation with other signatories was
that the Charter 77's agenda did not directly reject the ‘'ideas of Socialism with a
Human Face' as put forward by Prague Spring. Most of Charter 77 documents
called for a sacial justice based on the Helsinki Human and Civil Rights Act.
Charter 77's rejection of militant actions and direct anti-Communist policy was.

again, an indirect acceptance of some of the Eurocommunists ideas.®

% Ibid. "Charta nebyla sto déiat politické prohlaseni protoze Vaclav Benda. militantni
anti-komunista a vérici katolik by tézkoe mohi v politickych projektech nebo politickych predstavach
najit spolecnou re¢ s Petrem Uhiem. ktery v té dobé a viastné do dnes je presvédceny Trockysta.
A ani jeden z nich by nemaohl najit spoleény pohled s Ladislavem Lisem, ktery byl byvali
komunisticky funkcionas”.

*In his two documents Jan Patoéka writes " In regarding of Charter 77 non-socialistic
approach. it was shown in the original compiaint that Charter 77 is not in disagreement, butitis
actually in an agreement wit the finai statement of European Communists parties Conference in
Berlin in the Summer 1976. (Answer to The General Attorney of CSSR statement of February
1.1997 ) . "... from Charter 77 is possible to expect that it will deliver a new concept of philosophy.
which is not in a disagreement with a socialist idealogy : which until now had an exclusive
monopoly. so it could propose its correctness even in a clearly unsatisfactory provision: its
orientation towards basic human rights.... Charter will continue to remind what our life owns in
regarding to the rights which lawfully belong to our citizens...." (What can we expect from Charter
77 ). " Co se tyce tvrzeni o nesocialisténosti Charty 77: bylo jiz v bezprostfednim protestu
poukdzano. ze Charta 77 neni v rozporu. nybrz naopak ve shodé se zavéreénym prohlasenim
konference evropskych komunistickych stran v Berliné v lété 1976."(K prohlaseni Generaini
prokuratury CSSR ze dne 1. inora 1977 ); "...od Charty je moZné oéekdvat. Zze v nas zivot vstoupi
nova ideova orientace. ktera sice nijak nestoji v protikladu k orientaci socialistické. ktera dosud
méia monopol tak exklusivni. Ze mohia reklamovat svou prednost dokonce i ve forme ocividné
nedostatecné: orientace na zakladni lidska prava..... Charta neustane pfipominat co nas Zivot
dluzi oném pravam. ktera zakanité nasim abéanim patfi...." (Co muZeme ocekavat od Charty 77 ).
Vilém PreGan. Krest ané a Charta 77: \Vybér dokumentd a textd. INDEX. OPUS BOMUM:
Minchen, 1980. p. 38 and p. 43.
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The Eurocommunists’ circumspection not to act or to get involved in any political
dispute with the Czechoslovak government is visibie from the fact that during the
period of 1982 - 1984 the ex-Communists were represented by the same
spokesperson. Anna Marvanova. a retired ex-Communist. Her continuity as the
spokesperson can be explained by an assumption that the majority of
Eurocommunists wanted to have a low profile during this penod in which Charter
77 published a few documents supporting the Solidarity movement in Poland.
The Solidarity movement was strongly criticized by the Communist Governments
of Eastern Europe.** It seems to be obvious that the Eurocommunists who could
not act In direct disagreement with the Czechaslovak Communist Government
could not or did not want to show support for Solidarity., because it was. as the
independent anti-Polish Government movement, criticized by the Czechoslovak
Communist Party. Although the Eurocommunists had been expelled from the
Communist Party. they never divorced themselves from the basic Communist
ideas and continued to believe in the possibilities of reforming the Government

without separating themselves from the orthodox Communist ideology.

This idea is illustrated by some Eurocommunists' activities following the death of
Leonid Brezhnev in 1882 and the introduction of Perestroika by Mikhail
Gorbachev in the Soviet Union during the second half of the 1980's. Soviet
Glasnost was for many Eurocommunists a clear indication that their former ideas

of Socialism with the Human Face were not improper ideologies. For many

* |nterview with Petruska Sustrova. op.cit.
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Eurocommunists. Perestroika supported the legality and continuity of the ideas
of Prague Spring. Their attitudes within and outside Charter 77 began to

change:

in 1984. | noted one thing. They [Eurocommunists] had been
meeting every [Wednesday] - those ... Eurocommunists have been
meeting at Ruda Slansky at Cerveném Vrchu they were so called
wednesdayats®.... Sometimes, somebody from the signatories
went there - malnlg from the Communusts - to discuss economy.
politics, and arts.?

During his search for a replacement for his post of spokesperson. Jifi Rumt went

to one of their meetings. He did not find anybody there to replace him,

because we could not find any agreeable objectives among us.
And already he had perceived one thing - with the successnon of
Gorbachev. with the coming of Perestroika. the Communists® who
had signed Charter [77]. somehow became less visible as if they
had obtained information like not to compromise yourselves so we
[the Soviets] can count on you.*®

* | could not venfy if the Tuesdayats and wednesdayats different groups or if their meetings
were moved to either day.

* Interview with Jifi Ruml. op.cit. "V roce 1984 jsem zaznamenal jednu véc. Oni se schazeli
kazdou - takovi ti byvali eurokomunisti - se schazeli u Rudy Slanského na Cerveném Vrchu a byli
to ti stfedeénici.... Cas od ¢asu tam nékdo s téch mluvéich - prevazné téch komunisti chodil -
diskutovat ekonomii. politiku a uméni.”

3 Means the Eurocommunists.

* Ibid. "... protoze jsme se prosté nazorové neshodly. A uz tenkrat, jsem pozoroval jednu véc -
s nastupem Gorbacova a perestojky se ti komunisti. ktefi tu Chartu podepsali ne ztdhli ale pfeci jen
trosku jako by dostali echo prili§ se nekomprimuijte abychom mohli s vami potom pocitat.”
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The Eurocommunists continued their low profile activities within Charter 77 in
the future years. On the other hand. their involvement outside Charter 77 began

to escalate prior to the Velvet Revolution.

In 1985. Gorbachev's Perestraika. together with the changing political situation
in the Eastern European Bloc countries since 1986. were the major reasons for
an increasing political polarization among Charter 77 signatories. Some of the
signatories started advacating a greater politicization of Charter 77 and open
public protests against the Czechoslovak Government. This increasing pressure
within Charter 77 evolved into growing political and personal disagreements

among various groups and individual signatories.

The increasing public pressure for political changes in the Eastern Bloc since
1985 revealed growing differentiations among some signatories. Jan Stern. in
his interview described, the Eurocommunists’ changing stance by suggesting
that in 1987 on the occasion of the Supreme Soviet convention some of Charter

77 Eurocommunists signatories sent a letter to Mikhail Gorbachev

... where they titled him Comrade. Honorable Comrade ... and that
aggravated anti-Communists from Uhl. who was anti-Dubcekist at
that time. to Benda who was similarly critical of the letter of
prominent ex-Commuanists.... Furthermore. this act created a
suspicion. that these Communists from 68 will have some kind of
patronage. That they will be able. based on their compromise. 0
get again on the stage [of political events] and that they will walk
out on us.... Many [signatories], including Havel ... were scared that
some of the ex-Communists would. in a sudden movement.
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ostracize themselves and defy their colleagues.™

Stern, also stressed that the principal organizer behind this letter was Jifi Hajek.
whose wife composed the letter to Gorbachev. Signatories from either political
front who disagreed with this letter. according to Stern. saw major objections in
the wording of the letter. The author’'s comparison of Giasnost to the Spring
breeze and the salute 'Honorable Comrade’ were unacceptabie. The letter was.
according to Stern. a main breach of the solidarity in the pluralistic Charter 77

approach to any 1ssue.*

The growing optimism that arose from Gorbachev's politicat changes developed
into criticism of some signatories' actions at the beginning of 1988. Vaclav
Benda. expressing his disillusion with the euphoria among some of the

signatories wrote in INFOCH (Informace o Charté):

[ am very skeptical about Mr. Gorbachev's agenda. as well as, his
bona fide abilities - even more skeptical about our present leaders.
| am in disagreement with the beliefs of many of my friends and
colleagues within Charter 77: mostly ex-Communists, but some
optimists are even people who cannot be accused of socialist

* Interview with Jan Stern on August 22. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik.” kde ho oslovili
soudruhu, Vazeny soudruhu a Ze prosté... to stra$né nasralo antikomunisty od Uhla, ktery byl
anti-Dubdekovec v té dobé. on a Benda byli stejné kriticky na ten dopis znamych ex-komunisti... a
vzniklo podezfeni ze tito komunisté z roku 68 budou mit protekci. Oni se dostanou na zakiadé
néjakého kompromisu opét zase na scénu a na nas se vykaslou.... Oni véetné Havla ... bali se ze
ty ex-komunisti se v dany chvili thrnou a v podstaté se na ty svy kolegy vykaslou.”

“ Ibid.
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beliefs. '

The increasing positive orientation toward Gorbachev's policies by some Charter
77 signatories resulted in establishing a new palitical group. Seeing the
possibilities of a new Prague Spring. which could bring back their political posts.
some of them became founding fathers of the political organization OBRODA*
(Revival), organized separately from Charter 77 at the beginning of 1989. The
main actor in its creation was one of Charter 77 spokespersons Milos Hajek, who

in an interview with INFOCH stressed:

| would like to point out the consensus and obedience to the
founding document of Charter [77]. | even took out the document
and put it on my table as a lawyer who has a Code of Law on his
shelf. Obviously. | am a person who is socially oriented. and as |
met my fellow spokespersons. | found out that | was the person
with the most political experience. therefore. [ will behold all
activities from a greater political angle than my colleagues. But
this does not mean that | have any interest in the politicization of
Charter [77]. or even to increase its political role which [Charter 77]

“ Vaclav Benda. "Perspectivy politického vyvoje v Ceskoslovensku a mozna role Charty”.
INFOCH. (Informace o Charte) Vol. XI. No.4. Ceskoslovensko: 24. 2. 1988. p.13. "Osobné jsem
krajné skepticy jak co do zaméru. tak co do skuteénych moznosti pana Gorbac€ova - o to
skeptiétejSi pak co do nasich souéasnych viadcl. Rozchazim se v tomto bodé s mnoha svymi
prateli a kolegy z Charty 77: vetSinou jde o ex-komunisty. ale optimisty jsou ! lidé. na nez nepada
ani stin podezfeni ze socialistické orientace.”

2 OBRODA. full title Klub za socialistickou pfestavbu Obroda ( Union for Socialistic
Reconstruction - Revival - Obroda) began to form in 1988. Obroda's full activity can be dated to
February 1989 when it published a declaration in which supported idea of socialism and welcome
Goarbachev's reforms in the Soviet Union. Obroda’s main aim was to establish communication
among Czechoslovak citizens about socialist ideology and the reconstruction of present
Czechoslovak government within socialist ideas. The main initiators were for example Milo§ Hajek.
Lubos Kohout. Jifi Hajek. Cestmif Cisaf and other. The majority of them were former
Communists.
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undoubtedly has. even if it denies it.**

OBRODA. which indirectly influenced Charter 77. satisfied his political ambition
and beliefs. Most of the signatories who were members of OBRODA were more
careful in their roles within the Charter 77 Some of them did not fully support all
Charter 77 acts. Their cautiousness grew mainly toward the end of 1988 and
during the 1989 when Charter 77 politicization and militancy increased as result
of the sacial and political changes in Eastern Europe that gave Charter 77 the

opportunity to act more aggressively.

Political "Ghettoization"

Czechoslovak Government pressure against Charter 77 began soon after the
publication of its initial document and resulted in Charter 77 needing to protect
itself from police informers. In 1977 and the years that followed. Czechoslovak
Government institutions inaugurated a political terror of interrogation against
Charter 77 signatories. The first repressions were directed towards Charter 77
spokespersons V. Havel was arrested. J. Patocka was subjected to

exhausting interrogations until he died on March 13. 1977. J. Hajek's every step

“ "Rozhovor s MiloSem Hajkem". INFOCH. (Informace O Charté)Vol.XI. No.1. Ceskoslovensko:
10. 1. 1988. p.5. "Rad bych zdiiraznil konsensus a vaZzanost se zakladnim dokumentem Charty.
Dokonce jsem si zakladni prohlaseni nyni vyndal a budu je mit na stole. tak jako pravnik ma na
stole zakonik. Pochopitelné. ja jsem élovék orientovany socialisticky. a jak jsem poznal sve kolegy
miuvéi. jsem Glovek s nejvétsi politickou zkugenosti a tak se pochopiteiné budu divat na celou
ginnost z politiétéjSiho Ghlu nez moji kolegové. CoZ vSak neznamena. ze mam tendenci Chartu
politizovat nebo nadmérné akcentovat jeji politickou roli. kterou pochopitelné ma. at chce Ci
nechce.”




CHARTER 77: ITS STRUGGLE. PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

was foilowed and aithough he was bullied. he was able to survive and persist as

its [Charter 77] only representative;. . "*

The government-controlled Czechoslovak Press published open antagonistic
attacks on Charter 77's struggle. Using its obedient citizens, the Government
was able to produce endless public condemnations of Charter 77 by workers.
academics. actors. students and others. On January 12. 1979 Rudé Pravo

"45 condemning

published an article titled "Ship-wreckers and Self-appointees
Charter 77 by claiming that its statement was published "...by a small group of
people from the ranks of bankrupted Czechoslovak reactionary bourgeossie and
also from the ranks of bankrupted organizers of 1968 counter-revolution as an
order by anti-Communists and Zionist centrals...."*® Beside public attacks in the
Czechoslovak Press and police repressions. the Communist Government

organized many rallies promoting a mass petition of citizens' signatures that

condemned Charter 77's first document and its representatives.

“ Milan Otahal. Opozice. op.cit. p.40. "V. Havel byl zatéen. J. Patocka podroben vysilujicim
vyslechlim a 13. bfezna 1977 zemfel. J. Hajek byl sledovan na kazdém kroku a ikanovan, a viak
odolal a v nejtézsi dobé zlstal jejim predstavitelem....”

s »Ztroskotanci a Samozvanci”

‘6 "Ztroskotanci a Samozvanci”. In Vilém Prean. Charta 77: 1977-1989. Od moraini k
Demokratické revoluci. Cs. Stfedisko nezavislé literatury, Scheinfeld-Schwarzenberg a Arche:
Bratislava. 1990. p.25.
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To withstand this intense pressure Charter 77 had to take immediate action.

The result was closing itself into a protective core cansisting of few individuals
who made immediate and important decisions about Charter 77's work and aims.
This partially safeguarded non-signatories. who cooperated with Charter 77 by
collecting information and distributing or copying various Charter 77 documents.
from interrogations by the Communist Government authorities. It also secured
Charter 77 from possible infiltration by agents of the Czechoslovak secret

police.

Petr Pithart describes Carter 77 actions as driven by not only a need for
protection internally but also from external sources. Therefore, Charter 77
started, according to Pithart, to build a wali around itself and create a community
with a mentality of exclusivity. self-righteousness and elevation above others.
Charter 77's behaviour resembled the behaviour of a ghetto because of these
actions.*” This created an atmosphere of dissidence among dissidents.*® John
Bok points out that Charter 77 "... was an exclusive ghetto. and acted as a
ghetto ... which had a stigma of ghetto. basically. forced upon itself."*® The

signatories were people

“? Interview with Jaroslav Sabata. op.cit.
“® Interview with Petr Pithart on August 16. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik.

3 Interview with John Bok on August 7. 1996 in Prague. dane by Richard Pesik. "byla zvlastni
ghetto a jako ghetto se chovala ... (ona) si to snad nechala vnutit to stima getta.”
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... disturbed from their original settings ... their colleagues. friends
... who stopped interacting with them because they became scared
[of them].... The majority of them [signatories] had no other friends
than Chartists themselves .. connected to each other by their
decisions to present their disagreement and civic courage....

Chartists saw the possibility to survive and to preserve their ideology within the
oppressive regime by segregating themselves from the rest of society by
creating an exclusive group of people. Their protectiveness created a paradox
in that Charter 77 was open to the whole society on the one side. but exclusive
on the other side due to its fear of possible infiltration by police. In addition, the
Czechoslovak paolice were able to discourage most of the Czechaoslovak

population from contact with Charter 77.

Petr Uhl recognizes the problems of the ghetto syndrome:

The negative ghetto features affected the consciousness and
behaviour of Charter 77. Emphasizing Charter [77] morais and a
fraudulent explanation of Charter 77 existence as a product of
immediate decision to live in truth. which are vuigarizations of
philosopher Jan Patocka's ideological testament. created a
sensation of moral exclusiveness of Chartists and a charismatic
atmosphere.®’

% |nterview with Petruska Sustrova. op.cit.

$' Petr Uhi. "Alternativni spolecenstvi jako revoluéni avantgarda”. In Vilém Precan. Charta 77:
1977-1989. Od moraini k Demokratické revoluci. Cs. Stfedisko nezavisié literatury,
Scheinfeld-Schwarzenberg a Arche: Bratislava. 1990. p.83. "Negativni ‘ghettové’ rysy postihli i
védomi a chovani Charty 77. Zddraznovani chartovni moralky a nespravné vysvétiovani existence
Charty 77 jako vysiedek nahiého rozhodnuti ‘Zit v pravdé'. které jsou vulgarizaci ideoveho odkazu
filozofa Jana Patoéky. vytvareji pocit moraini vyluénosti chartisti. charismatickou atmosféru.”
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This kind of behaviour forced on Charter 77 signatories by the Czechoslovak
Government institutions and by the signatories own decisions was unhealthy for
Charter 77 development. This become evident during the 1ater years of Charter

77 existence.

The problem of ghettoization was clearly observable within the Charter 77
community. The ghetto syndrome fostered small groups of signatories within the
Charter 77. They were connected by their political beliefs and interests. This
inner nucleus of Charter 77 behaved as an independent community within
Charter 77. developing intellectually and socially. They departed from the
original nature of the association. Their exclusive behaviour was widely different
from general Charter 77 community life. They engaged in celebrations of
birthdays. name days and organizing illegal and unofficial plays. concerts and
exhibitions. Their inner communal life did not end there. The growing isolation
and interactions developed into inner-marriages among some signatories and in
organizing St. Nicholas (Mikulas) celebration for Charter 77 signatories children
exclusively 2 Some signatories feared that Charter 77 could turn into a

pseudo-cult.

The inward-iooking nature of Charter 77 acted like a cancer on its further

development. Some of the signatories became withdrawn from the reality of the

%2 Interview with Petr Pithart. op.cit.
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outside world and the needs of the whole society and individual citizens. Milan

Otahal characterizes this cynical situation

Intellectuals [meaning signatories) were in some way isolated from
the rest of society. The majority of citizens were not interested in
probiems that dealt with the Freedom of Association and Freedom
of Speech. but they were more interested in possibilities of how to
use money obtained from underground economy. Dissent. as [ call
the group around Havel. lived in isolation without any deeper
understanding of the real situation in which people lived day to
day. Charter 77 is the refiection of this trend It 1s a typtcal
reaction to the situation by the intellectuals in which they mainly
lived themselves.®?

Although strongly cnticized for his opinion by Vilem Preé¢an. who believed that
individual signatories who worked mostly among common citizens were not
divarced from the rest of the society®®. Milan Otahal's commentary confirmed the
abnormality of the Charter 77 situation. Not only was access to Charter 77
minimal. due to the police repressions and common citizens' need to survive
within the Totalitarian system. where questions of truth could result in the

imprisonment and loss of social standards. There was aiso the apathy of many

3 Mitan Otahal as cited in Vilém Precan. Novoroéni Filipika 1995: Disent a Charta 77 v pojeti
Milana Otahla. Quodlibed. Ustav pro Soudobé déjiny: Praha. 1995. p.8. "Intelectualove byli do jisté
miry izolovani od ostatni splolecnosti. Velkou ¢ast obyvatelstva totiz nezajimali tolik problémy
svobody shromazdovani nebo slova. ale zajimalo je tfeba jak to. jak realizovat penize ziskané v
ramci Gerné ekonomiky. Disent. jak nazyvam skupinu kolem Havla. zil izolovan bez hiubsich
znalosti konkrétni situace. v niz lidé kazdodenné zili. Vyrazem tohoto postoje je1 Charta 77. Je o
typicky projev intelektuald na situaci. v niz se nachazeli predevsim oni sami.”

* Vilém Precan. Novoroéni Filipika 1995: Disent a Charta 77 v pojeti Milana Otahla.
Quodlibed. Ustav pro soudabe déjiny: Praha. 1995. pp. 8-10.
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who believed that the system could not be corrected led to the growing gap
between the common citizens and Charter 77. Furthermore, closing itself into
the ghetto and refusing to allow any kind of strong political expressions by the
inner core of signatories and spokespersons that criticized the Czechoslovak
institutions resulted in another probiem for Charter 77 a growing disagreement
between the Team of Charter 77 spokespersons and the group of Charter 77

signatories from the younger generations.

Parallel Communities

The growing isolation from the general population was first criticized after
Patocka's death® when some signatories began to realize Charter 77 must not
become an exclusive society of a few initiates. As a response to this criticism
Vaclav Benda published an essay 'Parallel Communities’ (Paraleini Polis ) in
May 1978. In his essay. Benda argues that Charter 77 's role as a moral
informer must be enhanced by developing parallel communities. The various
communities parallel to official government institutions should play roles as
moral educators to the citizens within the Czechosiovak political system. Benda
outlined three major fields in which the parallel communities should take place:

education. economics and international politics. The parallel communities

%% Jan Patocka died on March 13. 1977. The main reason of his death was endless
interrogations by the police.

29




CHARTER 77: ITS STRUGGLE, PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

should help Charter 77 to escape from its isolation from ordinary citizens> by
involving individual citizens. who were not Charter 77 signatories. in an
educational process led by Charter 77 signatories. During the following years.
Charter 77 established so called Home Universities. open for everybody, during
which signatories and non-signatories helped educate both those who were
attending and those who could not attend Czechoslovak Universities.
Furthermore. Charter 77 organized plays and exhibitions of artists prohibited by
Czechoslovak Communist authorities. Most of these activities were held in

Charter 77 signatories’ homes.

The problems with Charter 77 policies and organization were more visible during
the second half of the 1980's. Charter 77 Ghetto syndrome and the Team of
Charter 77 Spokespersons exclusive decision-making grew into an abyss
between the older and the younger generation of Charter 77 signatories. The
older generation focused on Patocka's ideology®’. This was unsatisfactory for
the younger generation. Seeing the changes in the Eastern Bloc countries,
mainly in the Soviet Union after Gorbachev's introduction of Perestroika. the
younger generation called for democratization and politicization in Charter 77.

The Team responded by introducing a greater democratic process of Charter 77

% Vaclav Benda. "Paralelni Polis". In Vilém Preéan. Charta 77: 1977-1989. Od moralni k
Demokratickeé revoluci. Cs. Stfedisko nezavislé literatury, Scheinfeld-Schwarzenberg a Arche:
Bratislava, 1990. pp. 43-51.

7 They wanted to continue the Charter 77 non-political policies and dialogue with the

Government. They continued to believe of the possible reformation of Government policies.
without any militant pressure towards the Government.
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decision making, the Charter 77 Forums. and partial politicization of some
Charter 77 activities through demonstrations that opened Charter 77 to ordinary

citizens.

Martin Palous characterized Charter 77 progression during the 1980's as

follows:

.. the new methodology. which was introduced in Charter [77] in
1978, did not solve the dilemma of a new political face with parallel
communities and did not terminate questions surrounding the
further development of anti-political policy, but frequently
deepened the polemical tone of generational discussions and
created the form of ideological content. Charter Forum became a
distinctive platform with the surge of new people and tdeas that
were less effective. .... it mainly played a mobilization role.®

The problems with the continuity of dialogue were created by the militancy of the
new generation and the urge to express their ideas by mobilizing the masses to
expase their dissatisfactions with the Communist political system. Using the

demonstrations as a tool by the younger generation "...did not give any room for

%8 Martin Palou$. "Poznamky ke generacnim sporim v Charté 77 v druhé poloviné
osumdesatych let”. In Dvé desetileti pred listopadem 89: Sbornik. Ustav pro Soudobé Déjiny AV
CR: MAXDORF, 1993. p.43. "...nova praxe. ktera pocala byt v Charté v roce 1987 zavéddéna. nejen
Ze nevyresily dilema nove politiétejéi tvare ‘paralelni polis’ a nezrusily mnohé otazniky okolo
budouciho vyvoje 'apolitické politiky’ . ale mnohdy jeste prohloubyly polemické tany generacni
diskuse a dodaly ji ideologického obsahu. Férum Charty se stalo platformou dosti svéraznou a
pokud jde o pfisun novych lidi i ideji. instituci malo efectivni....a sehralo roli nanejvySe mobilizacni.”
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the dialogue. the refining of ideas ar defining communal understanding " The

final output of this dispute was that

The consolidation of Charter [77] regarding the new understanding,
of which Havel's anti-political policy inspired documents called for.
simply did not happen. Instead, more and more was proclaimed as
palitics, not parallel but political. Benda's positive political program
of parallel communities , which had never been an actual program.
was slowly accomplished. Furthermore, it continued a process of _
differentiation within Charter and within the grey zone*™® as well... *'

Charter 77's politicization and the generationai process during the late 80's was
a direct result of the changing poilitical situation in Eastern Europe. The slow
decomposition of the Communist regimes called for firm and innovative actions.
Charter 77 responded, aithough never rejecting the dialogue approach. by
modifying its non-poilitical policy approaches when dealing with the
Czechoslovak Government's negligent record regarding basic Human and
Political Rights. This created some problems for signatories who disapproved of
the militant expressions: however, Charter 77 continued to move in the direction

of modified militancy.

* Martin Palous. op.cit. p.43."...uz viibec neskytaly misto pro dialog. tfibeni novych ideji a
hledani vzajemného porozumeéni.”

® The part of the Czechoslovak public that was not politically active.

' Martin Palous. op. cit. pp.43-44. "Ke sjednoceni nad nové pochopenym cilem Charty. po
kterém haviovskou antipolitckou politikou inspirované dokumenty volaly, jeanoduse nedoslo. Misto
ni se stale vice a vice hlasila o slovo politika. zatim sice pofad paralelni. ale v kazdém pfipadé jiz
politicka. Bend(iv pozitivni politicky program ‘paralelni polis’, byt™ se viastné programem nikdy
nestal. se krok za krokem naplfioval. Pokracoval proces diferenciace uvnitf Charty i v prostoru
‘Sedé zony'...."

I
(R}
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The younger generation continued to call for greater development of paraliel
communities as outlined by Vaclav Benda in 1978, involving different issues
from politics to education that led to the establishment of new associations
outside Charter 77 with signatories and greater public involvement. Charter 77
closely cooperated with these institutions by actively supporting their documents
and actions. Many signatories attended protests organized by the offspring

associations and signed their proclamations.

Generation X

Charter 77's non-political approach was satisfactory for Charter 77 signatories at
the beginning of its existence. The changes of internal and international policies
of the Soviet Union and the Eastern Bloc countries in the 1980 s’ played an
important role in the development of a growing dissatisfaction with Charter 77
actions. mainly among the younger generation of Charter 77 signatories.

Feeling left out from the major decisions and from the Team of Charter 77
Spokespersons, the younger generation rebelled and began to call for public
political actions led by Charter 77. In 1987, forty younger signatories of Charter
77 signed a letter to Charter 77 in which they criticized its non-political policies.
Their letter was a direct response to Charter 77 documents ('The letter to
signatories on 10 th. anniversary of Charter 77').%? dated January 6. 1987 which

states:

2 Dopis Signatarim k 10. vyroGi Charty 77.

“a
JI
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It can be pointed out that Charter 77 is getting old. Spokespersons
were until now people of middle or older age. which is in some way
understandable. [t was in the interest of Charter 77 that it was
represented by mature people with some public experience and
views.... Charter [77] should think about this generation probiem:
younger people could bring new ideas. they would be able to open
[Charter 77] to the mentality of today younger generation and
refresh it by their unwariness and sgirit. Charter 77 must gain their
Interest by its work and instigation

The call for changes and greater involvement in Charter 77 decision-making and

activities indicated that Charter 77 was open to some changes.

The 'Letter of Forty ' was a direct response to this call. It reflected the
dissatisfaction of a younger generation with Charter 77 practices during the past
ten years. The main initiators of the letter were Stanislav Devaty, FrantiSek
Starek and Tomas Hradilek. Rudolf Bereza and Tomas Hradilek deprecated the
significance of Charter 77 documents as only writings without any direct impact
on public involvement. They believed that Charter 77 must develop new
initiatives. such as demonstrations. to be more visible to ordinary citizens. Jan
Stern continues in his assessment of their rebellion by suggesting that they were

correct in presenting the idea that Charter 77 could do more and "... that the

8 "Dopis Signatarim k 10. vyroéi Charty 77". In Vilém Preéan. Charta 77: 1977-1989. Od
mordini k Demokratické revoluci. Cs. Stfedisko nezavis!é literatury. Scheinfeld-Schwarzenberg a
Arche: Bratislava. 1990. p. 315. "Lze fic. Ze Charta 77 stame. Funkci mluvéich vykonavali dosud
prevazne lidé stredniho véku nebo star§i, coz je opét svym zplsobem pochopitelné: bylo v zajmu
Charty, aby za ni vystupovali lidé zrali. s uréitymi obéanskymi zkusenostmi, s urcitym rozhiedem....
Charta by proto méla pomyslet i na sviij generaéni problém: mladsi lidé by do ni mohli vnést nove
podnéty. mohli by ji Iépe otevrit citéni dnesni miadé generace. mohli by ji osvézit svou
neopotrebovanosti a elanem. Jejich zajem si oviem Charta musi ziskat svou praci a podnétnosti.”
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letters to the leadership were not enough."® In addition, the 'Letter of Forty'
questioned Charter 77 decision-making. It called for an alternative approach to
debates among the Team of Charter 77 Spokespersons. The signatories of the
'Letter of Forty' believed that Charter 77 should create a broader democratic
process in which documents were debated by selected spokespersons. They
suggested that a larger Forum of signatories should take a more proactive role.
This would spur the democratic process of decision-making within Charter 77.
The impracticality of this suggestion was that any large meeting of Charter 77
signatories would be disbanded by the police. On the other side. as John Bok
suggests, the increasing practicality of democratization of Charter 77 decision
making process was important to better inform individual signatories. As he
points out, many commaon signatories learned about Charter 77 actions from the

police or abroad.®

The frustration of the younger generation was partially generated by the ghetto
syndrome of Charter 77. The problems with accessibility to the Team. was in
their opinion due. to the elitism of Charter 77 spokespersons nucleus which
seemed to be inaccessible to the majority of signatories whom lived in parts of
Czechoslovakia other than Prague. Martin Palous identifies this problem as

follows:

® Interview with Jan Stern. op.cit. "dopisy vedeni nebyly dost”.

 Interview with John Bok. op.cit.




CHARTER 77: ITS STRUGGLE, PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

On one side of the generation problem were the ‘'founding fathers’
of parallel community. well known and experienced dissidents. .
The bastion of this group of signatories was. for well known
reasons. Prague. Here Charter 77 began and was able to survive

in Prague almost all decisions were made regarding ‘parallel
communities' ®

He continues that in Prague. Charter 77 signatories were able to make contacts
with foreign diplomats and journalists. Furthermore, due to their interactions
they were more visible than others. They formulated most of Charter 77's future
decisions and documents. The majority of Charter 77 spokespersons were

selected from Prague signatories.

On the other side. Martin Palous continues,

were signatories from the second surge, whose major problems
were - if we disregard their repressions by the Government
institutions, that were many times harder against those 'unknown
soldiers' than prominent dissidents - insufficient communication, ...,
problems to obtain financial and information support and to
became an active part of decision making process.”

% Martin Palous. "Poznamky ke generacénim sporim v Charté 77 v druhe poloviné
osumdesatych let”. In Dvé desetileti pred listopadem 89: Sbornik. Ustav pro Soudobe Déjiny AV
CR: MAXDORF. 1993. p.40. "Na jedné strané generacéniho problému stali ‘'otcové-zakladatelé’
paraleini polis. zavedeni zkuseni disidenti.... Z pochopitelnych dlvodi bastou této skupiny
signatart byla Praha. Zde Charta vznikia a zde byla schopna preiit.... V Praze se rozhodovalo
practicky o v§ech vécech ‘paraielrni polis’.”

7 Ibid. p. 40. "... zde byli signatafi druhé viny, jejich hlavnim problémem - pomineteme-li
represivni akce rezimu. které byly éasto tvrdéi viiéi témto ‘neznamym vojinim’ nez vici
disidentskym prominentim - byla neostateéna komunikace. .... ba nemoznost proniknout ke
zdrojim (informacnim ¢i finanénim) a zapojit se uvnitf Charty do procesu rozhodovani.”
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He concludes that the majority of those who belonged to the second generation
of Charter 77 were the newer representatives of the underground. Their
importance was in their abilities to distribute and to reproduce Charter 77
documents. Politically. their main focus was on the democratization of Charter
77 and " if the first group was stubborn enough to repeat over and over again
Patocka's ideas. then the second group focused more vigorously on Benda's
arguments."®® They saw the future of Charter 77 as greater politicization of its
actions. which in their belief. should have a greater impact on political
maturation of the so called grey zone of the Czechoslovak population: people

who were not politically active and who did not belong to any political trend.

The public's access to Charter 77 was problematic, due to police repressions.
All larger Charter 77's gatherings would be disbanded by the police. If the
elitism of a few was a problem for Charter 77. it was not due to choice but rather
to the oppressive situation in which Charter 77 remained. It was technically
impossible to open Charter 77 meetings to a large group of people: therefore the
process of decision making seemed to be undemocratic. Petruska Sustrova
stresses that Charter 77 "was not a democratic institution which would

democratically make decisions. that was technically impossible."*®

% pid. p.40. "Jestlize prva skupina byla nachylna opakovat stale dokola argumenty
patockovské provenience. ve druhé skupiné stale castéji a silneji zaznivaly argumenty Bendovy.”

 |nterview with Petruska Sustrova. op.cit. "Neslo o demokratickou instituci ktera by
demokraticky rozhodovala. To prosté technicky neslo.”
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Prague, as the capital city of Czechoslovakia, was the centre of any kind of
political or cultural activities. In Prague it was easier for the signatories to meet
in small circles and to make contact with foreign journalists or politicians. It was
obvious that the foreign journalists or politicians contacted those dissidents who
were. in thewr opinions. more politically active or visible Due to the Western
media attention on Charter 77 spokespersons. it was the practice of the West to

contact only them when obtaining information regarding Charter 77 activities.

Regarding the accessibility of Charter 77's Team. Vaclav Trojan recalled, that
people who wanted to get access to the Charter 77 Core could find it even
though the police did everything to discourage them.” Similarly other
signatories shared his opinions. They believed that the isolation of others was
mainly due to the signatories’ problems of travel to and from Prague. The police
actions prevented travel for signatories outside of Prague and. even when in
Prague. not all of them were able to get to their final destination. Furthermore.
some signatories believed that the problem was in certain signatories’

unwillingness to get involved in the decision making process.

The response to the 'Letter of Forty' was more positive than negative. Havel
recognized the needs of the younger generation and Charter 77 involvement in
public activities. Charter 77 become more politically proactive than in past

years. Although still proclaiming its non-political policies, the confrontation

" Interview with Vaciav Trojan on August15. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik.
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between the younger generation and the older. well established dissidents
revolutionized Charter 77 further activities. Charter 77 became more visible and

began to organize activities open to the general public.

The first public activity with police supervision occurred during the
commemoration of Tomas Masaryk's’' death in 1987. About 60 signatories were
present in Lany. During the Fall of 1987 Charter 77 organized the first Forum of
Charter 77 which was held in Landronka, one of Prague's beer-houses. About
60 to 70 signatories were present at this Forum. They decided to hoid a public
demonstration on December 10. 1987 at Staroméstké Nameésti (The Old Town
Square) to commemorate the Day of Human Rights. On December 2, 1987
Charter 77 informed the mass media and the Government about its intention to
hold a demonstration. About 2,000 to 3.000 signatories and ordinary citizens
attended the demonstration shouting “Charter, Charter’ ? Interestingly. the

participants were not brutally attacked by police.

In addition to the paliticization of Charter 77. during 1988 various parallel
organizations to Charter 77 were established. The founding members of these
organizations were mainly compased of Charter 77 signatories. The reason for

their establishment was that they could function outside of Charter 77 in order to

" Tomas G. Masaryk was the first President of democratic Czechoslovakia which ended with the
Communist takeover in 1948.

2 Interview with Jan Stern. op.cit.
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deal with the political issues that Charter 77 was not competent to deal with. In
April 1988 they established the Independent Peace Association - Initiative for
the Demilitarization of Society. ® Charter 77 signatories were represented.
among others. by Jan Svoboda. Hana Marvanova. Jan Chudomel. Ruth
Sormova. Jan Stern states that they were mainly representatives of the younger
generation. more militant and proactive than their elders. Their first major event.
organized together with Charter 77 on August 21, 1988. was a commemoration
in memory of the Eastern Bloc invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968. which ended
her liberation process. About 10, 000 people attended the demonstration.” The
surge of the protests and the growing number of those who attended were clear

indications that the Czechoslovak population was ready to act.

Another major association which was founded as a direct response to the
younger generation's criticism of Charter 77 non-political policy was Movement
for Civic Freedom (HOS).”® HOS was founded in October 1988. The main
instigators were Vaclav Benda. Jan Stern. Rudolif Batték. Jaroslav Sabata and
Radim Palous. HOS was. according to Jan Stern. a reaction to needs for greater

political activity that could not be delivered by Charter 77. It has

... declared and defined political character [politicnost]. Whereas

3 Nezavisié mirove sdruzeni - iniciativa za demilitarizaci spolecnost.
"* Interview with Jan Stern. op.cit.
* Hnuti za obéanskou svobodu.
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Charter 77 represented a linking of individuais with different ideas
and orientations. HOS attempts to group together citizens on the
basis of certain fundamental principles: Democracy. pluralism.
tolerance and personal and social freedom. thus clearly qualifying
itself as a political grouping.”®

Jan Stern says about HOS that it had "a political program of democratic
oppaosition that for the first time publicly expressed a demand to abolish the
ruling position of the [Communist] Party with the requirement of pluralistic
democracy " The HOS political program was stated in its first declaration
called 'Demacracy for All' * HOS and the other organizations. founded from
Charter 77 signatories. were intended to satisfy the needs of Charter 77's
younger generation as well as of those who saw the need for political and public
activities. The establishing of these new associations would prevent possible
conflict among signatories and ease the pressure to politicize Charter 77, which

would violate its pluralistic platform.

The negative aspect of Charter 77 political and democratic maturation was in

the growing departure of some Eurocommunists from Charter 77 active life.

8 H. Gordon Skilling and Paul Wilson ed.. Civic Freedom in Central Europe: Voices from
Czechoslovakia. St. Martin's Press: New York, 1991. pp. 19-20.

7 Interview with Jan Stern. op.cit. "Prvni politicky program democratické opozice. kde byla jaksi
poprvé vefejné vyslovena Zadost zrusit jakoukoliv vedouci Ulohu strany a pozadavek pluralitni
demokracie.”

"8 Democracy for All. For more information see H. Gordon Skilling and Paul Wilson ed.. Civic
Freedom in Central Europe: Voices from Czechoslovakia. St. Martin's Press: New York, 1991. And
RGzena Hiusickova and Blanka Cisafovska. Hnuti za obéanskou svobodu 1988-1989: Sbornik
dokumenty. Ustav pro Soudobé Déjiny AV CR. MAXDORF: Praha. 1994.
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They did not retract their support of Charter 77 declarations. but limited their
physical involvement. due to some Charter 77 signatories refusal of dialogue
with the Government. The dialogue. never fully rejected by Charter 77, was
adopted by other associations that did not reject Socialist ideas of a new
Czechoslovak society.”® The growing focus on political ideology by some
signatories resulted in increasing direct challenges to government rather than

only anti-political policies of constructive dialogue.

Even more changes unfolded in 1989. The show down among anti-Communist
forces within the Eastern Bloc countries could not occur without having major
impacts on Czechoslovakia®®. Charter 77 had to escalate its activity to cope with
the coming political changes in Czechoslovakia. As one of the major opposition
forces. Charter 77 had to prepare itself for the possible disintegration of

Communist power and the resurrection of Democracy in Czechoslovakia. The

" One major association which incfination toward Socialism was Obrada. established at the
beginning of 1989. but the preparation to organize Obroda had started already in at the end of
1988.

% The growing popularity of Solidarity in Poland during 1989 led to the negotiations
between the Polish Government and Solidarity about the political future of Poland. The
Czechoslovak citizens couid not notice these negotiations. The political changes in Poland
signalized a possibility for similar political changes in Czechoslovakia. The major impact on
Czechoslovak citizens had the political changes in Eastern Germany. The East German citizens’
dissatisfaction with the travel restrictions to the West led. during the late 1989. to the influx of East
Germans to Czechostovakia and Hungary. The East German citizens who wished to emigrate to
West Germany occupied the West German embassy in Prague. To solve the problem. the
Czechoslovak Government had no another choice than open its borders with West Germany for
the East Germans only. Similarly. Hungary opened its borders with Austna. The East Germans’
influx to the West Germany led to the negotiations between East and West Germanies and later to
the collapse of the East German Government. The resuit was the destruction of Berlin Wall and
the unification of both Germanies.
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importance of new Charter 77 activities was insured by its ability to take

advantage of these opportunities.
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Chapter Il

Succession

1989

Prelude

Political antagonism between the Communist governments and the citizens of
Eastern Europe was an abated by 1983. The increasing pressure from the
masses and from within Government ranks had developed into a political crisis
which had brought the downfall of Communist regimes in Poland. East Germany,
Hungary and other East European countries. Regimes. that were once
proclaimed by V.|. Lenin and Karl Marx as an enviable and certain replacement
of the dying Capitalism. were slowly collapsing and dying, later to be replaced,
paradoxically. by its adversary, Capitalism. The founders of Communism never
envisioned that Communism. after many years of continuity. would be destroy

from within.

In Czechoslovakia. the defeat of Communism was slowly gaining speed, but

compared to other Communist countries. the possibility of a fundamental change
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in the basis practices of Communism seemed to remain very remote. The return
of Czechoslovak Government's repressive approach towards anti-Government
actions was a major reason for some independent public assoctations. such as
Charter 77 and OBRODA. to reject mass demonstrations during 1989. This
contrasts strongly with the year of 1988. during which the Czechoslovak
Government relaxed its oppression of independent associations. Increasing
pressure against anti-Government activities seemed to be a last weapon that
could help to retain Communist supremacy in Czechoslovakia. During 1989.
compared to 1988. the Communists Party lost its vision of supremacy. The
possibility to satisfy Czechoslovak citizens by introducing political changes that
would guarantee the Communist predominance was lost. In addition. the
Czechoslovak Communists realized that they could not count on Soviet help in
saving their position. as the Soviet Government did in 1968. The Communist
regime believed that the continuous suppression of freedom would discourage
ordinary citizens from expressing their anti-Government stands and would also
put pressure on independent public associations to refrain from any kind of
public demonstrations. The Government's studied actions were. in a sense, an
attempt to avoid similar situations as in the Eastern Bloc. but the momentum

towards Communism's downfall was irreversible.

During the last months of Communist rule in Czechoslovakia. Charter 77 and its
signatories played a vital role in dissolving the power of the Communist reign.

Damned in 1977 for its beliefs. Charter 77 was able to survive and to see the
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end of the system which was. after the Russian October Revolution. claimed to
be immortal. In 1977 the Czechoslovak magazine Zivot Strany published an

article stating:

To the authors of so called charter and its initiators | as a worker
and Communist would like to say only this: We have nothing to be
ashamed of Against your association with lies and reactionaries
stands our truth. our euphoric socialist presence. Lead by the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia. together with our most loyai
friend, the Soviet Union and its Communist Party. we will continue
to build Socialism and we will protect it against all its enemies.®

The future had not endorsed his vision, nor the vision of others who believed in
the Socialist system as presented by the Soviet Union and its satellite countries.
At the end. the critics. who accused Charter 77 of lies. were vanquished by

Charter 77's truth.

Anti-Government activities prior to 1989 tested the development of a new
approach in dealing with the Government organizations and determined how to
direct and organize further anti-Government actions. The growing number of
new anti-Government associations, founded both by the signatories of Charter

77 or independently. needed to define a common language amongst each other

* Miroslav Fiala. "Bojovnéji v ideologické praci”. Jvot strany. Vol. 1977, No. 3. January 31,
1977. p.5. "Na adresu autori tzv. charty a jejich iniciator bych chtél jako délnik a komunista fici
tolik: nemame se zacé stydét. Proti va§emu spojenectvi se IZi a reakci stoji nase pravda. nase
Sastna socialisticka soucstnost. Vedeni Komunistickou stranou Ceskoslovenska. spolu s nasim
nejvérne;jsim pfitelem Sovétskym Svazem a jeho komunistickou stranou budeme dale budovat
socialismus a uchranime jej pfed vSemi neprateli”.
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and to coordinate anti-Government actions together. These two aspects of
cooperation among individual anti-Government association was important in

protecting them from retaliation by Government organizations.

The growing anti-Government unrest in Poland. East Germany. Hungary and
other Eastern Bloc countries during the years 1988-1989 played another
important role for anti-Government activities in Czechoslovakia. The political
changes that destabilized Communist power within East Europe and the
introduction of a new political trend in the Soviet Union encouraged
anti-Government associations in Czechoslovakia to take a vigorous role in
pressing for reforms. The various Government organizations such as the Public
Police and the Government Police acceptance of a growing political unrest
during 1988. led to the belief that increasing public pressure towards the
Government was an effective means to enforce political changes. The
combination of events encouraged the Czechoslovak citizens to present openly

their dissatisfaction with the one-party political system in Czechoslovakia.

During 1989. five major events significantly influenced Charter 77 development:
(1) some Charter 77 signatories grouped together with other independent public
associations to support political rallies and put persistent pressure on the

Government institutions. although these public demonstrations themselves were

not endorsed by Charter 77: (2) the establishment of a new independent
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association OBRODA® by ex-Communists. some of whom were signatories of
Charter 77. (3) Charter 77's new policy of supporting public demonstrations
starting with a public raily on October 28. 1989 commemorating the founding of
Czechoslovakia: (4) Charter 77 signatories' involvement during Novemper 17.
1989 students’ rally: and (5) Charter 77's involvement during the Velvet

Revolution.

The end of 1989 found Charter 77 in the spotlight of a newly developing
democratic political system in Czechoslovakia. Some of the Charter 77
signatories became involved in the Civic Forum® and therefore were involved in
the political decision-making process. which influenced the future political
system of Czechoslovakia. On the other side Charter 77 had to protect itself
more and more from attacks by some members of Czechoslovak public who tried
to erode Charter 77 by pointing out that many ex-Communists were Charter 77
signatories and held spokespersons’ positions. This fact raised the question of
Charter 77's ideological purity and loyalty to its roots. At the end of 1989 and
later. the new demaocratic openness, which created the ability to question
Charter 77's political legitimacy. became the bases for growing political attacks

against Charter 77

% Revival. A Club for Socialist reconstruction.

I Civic Forum (Obéanskeé Forum) was formed shortly after the mass demonstration on
November 17. 1989
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OBRODA

Gorbachev's policy of Glasnost in the Soviet Union created hope to reform the
Communist system in Czechoslovakia without the destruction of the
Czechoslovak Socialist system. To accomplish this task some ex-Communists.,
mainly the Eurocommunists. decided at the end of 1988 to establish a new
independent initiative OBRODA (Revival. A Club for Socialist Restructuring).®
OBRODA began to fully function in February 1989.

Milos Hajek. spokesperson of Charter 77 and former chairman of OBRODA,

characterizes OBRQODA in his interview as an assaociation. that

was formed from ex-Communists initiative with a program of
Perestroika.... It was based on an idea that the official leadership
supports the idea [of Perestroika] but does nothing for it... and that
it will be hard to persecute them [for their activity].... They wanted
to create an opening for legal activity®

OBRODA's main aim was both to revive and to continue or strengthen the
process of 1968 They believed that there was a possibility of reforming the
Communist regime of Czechoslovakia and to introduce a Socialist system based

on democratic principles in which the former Communists would play an

% The Czech ward abrada can be translated to English as Revival
 Interview with Milos Hajek. op.cit. "ustanovena z byvalych komunista s programem

Pereztrojky.... vychazeli z myslenky Ze oficialni moc se k mysience hlasy ale nic pro ni nedéla ... a
ze bude tezké je (pro jejich Ginnost) perzekuvat.... Chtéli dobyt prostor pro legalni ¢innost.”
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important role. ® During 1989 OBRODA was in close contact with Communist
officials and had open meetings with some members of UV KSC¥ . during which
OBRODA's members suggested. that OBRODA and Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia could work "together on a new program: a bilateral return to the
Action Program® of 1968."% But. due to OBRODA's rivalry with the Communist
Party of Czechoslovakia. the Czechoslovak Government rejected any kind of

cooperation with OBRODA.

The founding of OBRODA was not only important for forming a future political
structure of Czechoslovakia during 1989 and after, but for Charter 77 as well.
For Charter 77. the establishing of OBRODA was important because some of
Charter 77 ex-Communist signatories were the founding fathers of OBRODA.
Benda in an interview suggested that "OBRODA is exclusively a movement of
the ex-Communists with a few exceptions ... [but] not all 68'rs became members

of OBRODA " The ex-Communists made up 80% of the membership and about

% Interview with Vaclav Trojan. op.cit.

% The Central Committee of The Communist Party of Czechoslovakia.

8 The Action Program of the Communist Party was created in 1968, prior the August invasion,
and outlined the program for democratization of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia and the
Czechoslovak society as whole.

8 Milan Otahal. Opozice. op.cit. p. 68. "

% |nterview with Vaclav Benda. op.cit. "Obroda je vyluéné ex-Komunistické hnuti kromné
né&jakych vyjimek ..., ne vSichni osmasedesatnici Z Charty vstoupili do Obrody.”
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40% were Charter 77 signatories.®’

OBRODA, similar to Charter 77. preferred communication with the Czechoslovak
Government. rather than a direct use of public rallies as a pressure medium.
Charter 77's non-political policy called for reform of the Socialist system rather
than for its destruction. Reformation was in agreement with OBRODA's position.
By supporting similar means both associations could make parallel decisions.
Also, it did not exclude ex-Communists from beionging to both assaciations at

the same time.

The influence of the ex-Communist signatories. who could be biased by their
membership in OBRODA, is illustrated by Charter 77 criticism and rejection of
any kind of public rallies which would directly attack the structure of the
Communist system in Czechoslovakia. OBRODA's members could not directly
support any activity that would be aimed towards the destruction of Socialism or
would suggest substitution of Socialism with another political system. Therefore
it appears to be accurate to suggest that ex-Communists would influence
Charter 77 decision-making and tried to swing it toward the policies that would

be in an agreement with OBRODA's own political approach.

Although the ex-Communists (signatories of Charter 77) had full rights to

organize themselves in other associations outside of Charter 77 as many

" Interview with Milos Hajek. op.cit.




CHARTER 77: ITS STRUGGLE, PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

non-Communist signatories did*. for Charter 77 their affiliation with OBRODA
was not only problematic prior to 1989 but more so after the November Velvet

Revolution. Vaclav Benda characterizes this problem by stating:

Mainly OBRODA was for us extremely problematic because of her
direction {pro-socialist]. This is now [after 1989] perceived as a
secret negotiation with the regime.®

The political changes after 1989 brought criticism of Charter 77 from the general
public that until then saw Charter 77 as the foremost opposition force of the
Czechoslovak Communist regime. Prior to 1989 Charter 77 connections with the
former Communists did not play a major role. After 1989 the relationship
opened a way for attacks from the previously silent majority, which did not
openly oppose Communist supremacy. Furthermore. questions of some
signatories having possibly cooperated with the former Communist regime were
raised. Charter 77 - OBRODA connections played a vital role after November
1989, when Charter 77 was criticized by the Czechosiovak public for its close

connections with ex-Communists.

During Charter 77 decision process. the Charter 77 ex-Communists signatories’

connections with OBRODA created mistrust between the ex-Communists and

2 nterview with Petruska Sustrova. op.cit.

% |nterview with Vaclav Benda. op.cit. "Zviaste ta Obroda byla pro nas jaksi krajné o
problematicka. protoze ten proud [pro-socialismus]. protoZe to se ted” [po roce 1989] vyCita tajne
domilouvani s rezimem."

W
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non-Communists signatories. This mistrust and the ex-Communists direct
influence upon Charter 77 (some of the ex-Communists participated in the Team
of Charter 77 Signatories) negatively influenced Charter 77 directions during
1989. Their influence had a negative impact on Charter 77 reform policy toward
the public demonstrations and its approach towards other political issues which

were not supported by some ex-Communist signatories.

Charter 77 Philosophy and the Mass Movement in Czechoslovakia

The year 1988 ended with a public rally on December 10, 1988 commemorating
Human Rights in Prague. The rally was organized by Charter 77 together with
Children of Bohemia. VONS, HOS and Independent Peace Association.* The
number of participants. according to the Czechoslovak Press Association. was
1,800. Other estimates were as low as 1,500 and as high as 15.000.% The
number of people who participated is not significant; however the fact that
people demonstrated their beliefs without major governmental reprisals was

crucial.

* Children of Bohemia (Ceské Déti) - founded in May 1988 with an objective to restore the
Bohemian Kingdom. protect nature and a total reconstruction of economy; VONS ( Vybor na
obranu nespravedlivé stihanych) Committee for the Defence of Unjustly Prosecuted - founded in
1978 as a respond to protect those who were unjustly prosecuted or persecuted by the
Czechoslovak government organizations: HOS (Hnuti za obéanskou svobodu) Movement for Civic
Freedom - founded in October 1988 with an objective to promote pluralism and freedom;
Independent Peace Association (Nezavislé mirove sdruzeni) - founded in April 1988 with an
objective to pursue peace among various societies.

% "Setkani ke dni lidskych prav. 10. prosince 1988, Praha. Skroupovo namésti”. INFOCH
(Informace o Charté). Vol. X1, No. 21. December 135, 1988. p. 4.
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The lack of retaliation against the participants in the December 10. 1988

demonstration was due to a shift in police behaviour

The gathering and departure [of participants] from the plaza was
without any kind of incident, VB [Public Police] presence on the
plaza was nonexistent, only among the crowd was a large number
of plain-clothed StB [State Police]. But on the surrounding street
there was an extensive number of VB with dogs. ready.

The non-militant approach of police and the uncharacteristic permission of the
demonstration by the Prague 3 ONV (District National Committee) signalled
changes in the Czechoslovak government's attitude toward independent public

associations:

It is a public belief, that government institutions resignation toward
the independent public associations meetings is a significant
change in the state approach toward the independent associations.
Although this does not mean the absolute legitimization of these
initiatives. the Government accepted - publicly in the Mass Media -
that independent associations exist in this country and that it is
ready. in certain ways, to negotiate with them and their partners.%

The growth of public railies in 1988 was a prelude to the public demonstrations

of 1989. The non-violent approach toward the anti-Government associations by

% Ibid. p. 4. "Setkani i odchod z namésti probéhly bez jakéhokaliv incidentu. VB na namésti
pritomna nebyla. v davu byl vetSi pocet pfistusniku StB v civilu. V okolnich ulicich byla v§ak
pripravena silna hotovost VB véetné psi.”: "VSeobecné se soudi. Ze Ustup organl statni moci ve
veci nezavisiého obéanského setkani je velmi vyznamnou zmeénou v postoji statu k nezavislym
iniciativam. | kdyz nejde zdaleka o pinou legalizaci téchto iniciativ. statni moc uznala - navic
vefejné ve zdélovacih prostfedcich - Ze nezavislé skupiny v této zemi existiji a Ze je ochotna . za
uréitych predpokladdl, s nimi jednat jako s partnery.”
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the Communist institutions. during the December 10. 1988 demonstration.
signalled an opportunity to increase protests during 1989. An increasing
number of common citizens' participation during rallies organized by these
organizations indicated public support. Furthermore it legitimized some Charter
77 signatories’ growing demands for a more militant approach towards

Czechoslovak authorities.

The first major activity in 19839 endorsed by Charter 77 and other independent
public associations commemorated the tragic death of a student, Jan Palach.?’
The combined effort of various associations publicly announced that they would
lay wreaths and flowers at the statue of St. Wenceslas (Vaclavské nameésti) on
Sunday January 15. 1889, but none of them called for a public rally in the
Wenceslas Square. The police intervention against the representatives of

independent associations turned the peaceful actions to a mass demonstration.

The militant action of Czechoslovak police against the representatives of the
various associations and against the public resulted in what came to be known
as Palach's week. Palach's week was a continuous demaonstration of the
Czechoslovak people at Wencesias Square. The importance of Palach's week

is in the fact that the rallies by Czechoslovak citizens were not organized or

%7 Jan Palach ("11.8.1948) was a student of the Faculty of Philosophy at the Charles University
in Prague. On January 16, 1969 in the protest of 1968 invasion of Czechoslovakia by the Soviet
Union and the five armies of the Warsaw Pact. Jan Palach tried to take his own life by setting fire to
himself. He died later on January 19, 1969. of to his burns. Due to his tragic death. Jan Palach
become the symbol of anti-communist struggle in Czechoslovakia. During the following years
Czechoslovak authorities tried to suppress any kind of commemoration of his death.
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called for by Charter 77 or other associations. but were based solely on public

spontaneity:

The Monday, January 16, 1988 rally was a spontaneous reaction of
the public. It was the kind of reaction 'now and here' toward the
police action and imprisonment of independent associations
representatives who wanted to lay flowers at the statue of St.
Wenceslas. Neither the meetings during the following days of
Palach's week were organized or called. people, somehow. began
to meet everyday after 4 p.m. at the Wenceslas Square in hope
that 'something will happen'. Tuesday , Wednesday and Thursday
[January 17, 18 and 19] during the meetings people chanted on the
Wenceslas Square 'Tomorrow here again’ which was a call for
repeating gge demonstration that flowed freely from the gathering
citizens. ...

The public rallies that demonstrated dissatisfaction with the Communist regime
in Czechoslovakia put pressure on the independent public associations,
including Charter 77. The public needed to know their stand regarding the
public demonstrations. As well the public wished to be informed about future
actions. The independent public associations needed to develop a similar
approach toward the public and to inform them if they were willing to support the

public demonstration and to help organize them.

¥ Oldfich Tuma. Zitra zase tady: ProtireZijmni demonstrace v prediistopadove Praze jako
politicky a sociaini fenomén. Ustav pro soudaobé Déjiny AV CR: Prague. 1994, p. 11.
"Demonstrace v pondéli 16. ledna 1989 byla zcela spontanni reakci verejnosti. reakci typu 'ted” a
tady' na policejni zékrok a zadrzeni pfedstavitell nezavislych skupin. ktefi chtéli polozit kvétiny k
so$e sv. Vaclava. Ani schromazdéni na dal$i dny Palachova tydne nebyla nijak organizovana a
svolavana, lidé se prosté vzdy po 16. hadiné zacali na Vaclavském nameésti schromazdovat v
ofekavani, ze se ‘néco bude dit'. V Gtery, ve stfedu i ve Ctvrtek [t.j. 17., 18.. 19., ledna] se ovéem
vzdy na Vaclavském nameésti skandovalo ono “Zitra zase tady’ a vyzvy k opakovani demonstraci
vychazely jakoby samovolné pfimo od shromazdenych obcant...."
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For Charter 77 the proactive technique was a continuous dilemma. The original
non-political policy worked against any kind of organized political public
demonstrations directed toward the Communist regime. Although in 1988.
Charter 77 developed a more proactive role. in response to the new generation's
demands. in 1983 it seemed to begin to swing back towards Charter 77's former
dialogue approach. One possible explanation for Charter 77's changing attitude

was the Eurocommunists pressure on Charter 77's decision-making process.

Charter 77 expressed its disapproval of public demonstrations commemorating
the Warsaw Pact invasion on August 21. 1989.% In its approach. Charter 77
called for a dialogue with the Government representatives. Charter 77's cail for
a dialogue was supported by some organizations such as OBRODA and John
Lennon's Ciub. On the contrary. the more militant groups such as HOS and
Democratic Initiative'® supported open public demonstrations. The two different
opinions not only created problems among Charter 77 conservative signatories
and the younger generation, but also between the various independent public

associations as well.

% On August 21. 1968 armies of the Soviet Union and the armies of the five members of the
Warsaw Pact invaded Czechoslovakia to interrupt so called contra-revolution and put the end to
Prague Spring. This intervention was rejected by the majority of Czechoslovak citizens and it was
followed in the repression of political freedom in Czechoslovakia.

*® The Democratic Initiative (Demokraticka iniciativa), founded in September 1987 on the bases
of Masaryk's traditional liberal-democratic beliefs. In its program, the Democratic [nitiative called
for a discontinuity of censorship, plural society, etc. In September 1989 it changed its name to
Czechoslovak Democratic Initiative and declared itself as a political party which program supported
a marked economy and the establishment democratic-pluralistic society. The major initiators of the
Democratic Initiative were Emanuel Mandler, Karel Stindel. Bohumil Dolezal and Martin Litomisky.
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When preparing the commemoration of the August invasion. the two fractions
could not find similar approaches when informing the public regarding the
upcoming activities. On the one side were the more radical associations.
Demaocratic Initiative, HOS and T. G. Masaryk' s Club which in their proclamation
on August 9. 1989 called for an open public demonstration in the Prague
centre.'® In opposition was a group of independent public associations
represented by Charter 77, John Lennon's Club and Independent Peace
Assaociation that. in their own proclamation dated on August 10. 1389, stated

their opinions against any kind of public manifestation:

We have to accept that even during this year many people will try
to define their approach how to demonstrate their disagreement
with the situation in our homeland. The regime knows exactly the
same. and it is ready - as is visible from the increasing campaigns -
to act against any kind of disloyalty and to develop open
aggression. Charter 77 and other independent association has
fostered an idea to call for and to organize public protest in the
streets. We do not want and we cannot demand these kind of
actions. which would endanger the safety of citizens.'®

Their solution was a dialogue with the regime using petitions that outlined the

dissatisfactions of Czechaosiovak citizens towards the Czechoslovak

'9* Milan Otahal. Opozice. op. cit. pp. 71-72.

92 *Slovo k srpnovému wroéi™. INFOCH (Informace o Charté). Vol. 89. No.16. August 10,
1989. p. 3. "Musime tedy oéekavat. zZe i ietos budou mnozi lidé hledat sviij vyraz pro nesouhlas a
pomeéry. které u nas panuji. Totéz ovSem vi i mocenskeé vedeni a chysta zase - jak nasvédcuje
vyst'upfiovana kampai - proti takovym projevim zasahnout a vyvolat otevienou konfrontaci.
Charté 77 a dai§im nezavislym iniciativdm se podsouva umysl svolavat a organizovat obéansky
odpor v ulicich. Nechceme v&ak a ani nemizeme vybizet k takovym akcim. které by za dané
situace ohrozily bezpeénost abéany.”
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Government's denunciation of the August anniversary. in addition. Vaclav Havel
saw the non-militant dialogue approach as a technique that would avoid any
bloody confrontation with the Czechoslovak authorities. Havel feared that the
public demonstrations would give the Czechoslovak institutions a reason to
destroy the independent associations.'® The collaborative ianguage of
independent initiatives. outlining one method of anti-Government approach as

acceptable. would diffuse the confusion among the Czechoslovak population..

Charter 77's unwillingness to get directly involved during the August
demonstration is characterized by the statement of one of Charter 77
signatories: "Chartists are surprised that something [the demonstration] is
happening” The demonstration, according to John Bok "outflanked Charter
[77]".'% Charter 77 was represented during the demonstration only by individual
signatories. who saw their representation as a personal issue. The criticism of
Charter 77 non-involvement policy that followed led to a reevaluation of Charter
77 as an association and its stance on supporting anti-Government public
demonstrations. This sparked discussions among the signatories "whether to

demonstrate or not".'%

%3 Milan Qtahal. Opozice. op.cit. p. 71.

% Interview with John Bok. op.cit. " mnozi chartisté koukaji Ze se néco déla": “Chartu
zaskodila".

‘%S Ibid. “jestli demonstrovat nebo ne”
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Emanuel Mandler. a representative of the Democratic Initiative, expressed his
opinion regarding the needs and problems of cooperation among various

independent associations in his interview with Milan Otahal and Zdenék Sladek:

Since the Spring 1989 there were disagreements if we should
demonstrate or not. | do not think that this stance during the
disagreements reflected political beliefs of individual persons. It
reflected, how the individuals were able to judge a particular
situation and what their private situation was.

When presenting his opinion regarding Vaclav Havel's readiness to cooperate

with the Democratic Initiative he points out that:

At the time [October 1983] we thought that we knew how to
approach [the political situation in Czechoslovakia]. Firstly, that we
had to make contact with other associations and to cooperate with
them. When [Vaclav] Havel had returned from prison, me and
(Bohumil] Dolezal had visited him twice. We brought him our
program. The important fact was that Havel did not want to
communicate with us. Correctly stated, he did not make time for
us.

Emanual Mandler sees Vaclav Havel' refusal to communicate, in the light of

Havel's anti-political policy:

That is what seemed to be the major disagreement.... The only
people with whom we could communicate were [Ladislav] Lis and
[Rudolf] Batték from HOS. Batték after a consultation with Havel
discontinued any significant contacts {with us]. At the end we
discontinued any intentions to establish a political opposition. It
would have purpose only if we were under an umbrella organized
by all associations that had actual political significance, that meant
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beside us and HOS. Charter 77 and Independent Peace
Association.

Regarding the cooperation among the dissent groups. Mandler concludes that
... all dissidents were at that time very careful and smart to know that to
organize a political opposition at the end of October 1989 1s premature”.
Furthermore, Mandler points out that due to Charter 77's non-political activities
the Democratic Initiative realized that cooperation with Charter 77 was

impossible.'%

Although the Charter 77 cooperation with other associations was minimal until
after November 17. 1989, Charter 77 decided to support the October 1989 public
rally. The sudden change in Charter 77 policy could stern from to the criticism of
Charter 77 and the discussions among the leading signatories. who together
with Vaclav Havel. believed that Charter 77 must become more aggressively

involved among the general public. Charter 77 as a leading dissident force

% Deset praZskych dnu: 17.-27 listopad 1989, Documentace. Akademia: Praha.1990. pp. 614
- 16. "V roce 1989 bylo uZ od jara hodné sporl o tom, kdy jit a kdy nejit demonstrovat. Nemyslim
si, Ze stanovisko v téchto sporech vzdycky odpovidalo politickému postoji daného clovéka.
QOdpovidaio také tomu, jak byl schopen posoudit danou situaci a ovSem jaka byla jeho situace
osobni.”: "Tehdy nam bylo jasné jak postupovat. Piedevsim, ze se musime obracet na ostatni
skupiny a spolupracovat s nimi. Kdyz se vratil Havel z vézeni. byli jsme za nim s Dolezalem
dvakrat. Nesli jsme mu nas program. Rozhoduijici zfejme bylo. Ze Havel s nami v podstaté
odmital miuvit. presné fec¢eno neudélal si ¢as.": "To byl. zda se. zakladni rozpor.... Jedini. s kym
jsme mohli komunikovat, byli Lis a Batték z HOSu. Batték pak po konzultaci s Haviem od
zavaznéjsich kontaktl ustoupil. Na konec jsme na pokusy o vytvoreni politické opozice rezignovali.
Méla by smysl jen tehdy, kdyby v jejim ramci spolupracovaly vSechny organizace. jejichZ ¢innost
méla facticky politicky vyznam, tzn. krome HOSu a nas Charta 77 a Nezavislé mirové sdruzeni.”.
~_..vlastné vSichni disidenti byli v té dobé proziravi a moudri a védéli, Ze vytvaret politickou opozici
koncem fijna 1989 je pred¢asné.”
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could play a major role during the political changes in Czechoslovakia only if it
had the support of a vast majority of the population. To increase its popularity.
Charter 77 had to become more visible by becoming involved in public rallies as

an association. rather than be represented by individual signatories

Prior to the October 1989 demonstration Charter 77 together with other
independent associations signed statements that called for a public
demonstration to commemorate the anniversary of the establishment of The

Czech Republic on October 28, 1818:

Charter 77 has no other aiternative than to put emphasis on the
Czechoslovak Constitution that guarantees to all citizens the Right
of Assembling on public places and that all administrative efforts to
intercept this right is unconstitutional and possible police efforts
against this right are without reason and inexcusable.'®’

In addition Charter 77 together with other independent initiatives. HOS.
Democratic Initiative. OBRODA and Independent Peace Association, published

a document which called directly for a public demonstration:

As representatives of independent associations we suggest to all
citizens, who want to commemorate the founding of our state
independently of official activities, to do so by their presence on
Wenceslas Square and other main squares associated with this

107 *Prohlageni Charty 77 k 28. fijnu 1989". VIA Praha (Informacni servis Vychodoevropske
Informaéni Agentury). No. 056/89. 24.10.1989. p. 12. "Charté 77 za této situace nezbyva nez
znovu zduraznit. ze Ustava CSSR zaruduje v§em obéanim pravo svobodné se shromazdovat na
vefejnych mistech a ze viechny administrativni pokusy omezit toto pravo jsou protiustavni a
pfipadné policejni zasahy proti jeho napliiovéni jsou bezdlvodné a nicim neobhajiteiné.”
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date, on Saturday October 28 between 3 p.m. and 4 p.m. . We

believe that peaceful demonstration of independent-minded

citizens can be best expressed on October 28th. in response to the

S\r/esleaqt m§,ituation in our country, to ourselves and the rest of the
orid.

Charter 77's change of perspective can be explained by the growing influence of
the younger generation within Charter 77 and the Eurocommunists’ changing
attitude during the Charter 77 decision making process. In addition, the growing
public protest in Eastern Germany and the other Eastern European countries

was a stimulus for political activities.

The beliefs of the younger generation are reflected in Jan Ruml's statement,

made after the August demonstration:

If we will hide in our flats, which the situation during repressions
offers. there will never be a single independent magazine
published. a single book that is now outlawed. And at the same
time whenever the regime will need, and that can happen anytime,
it can unbind hysteria of confrontation, and we will rather step
aside. so we do not crisscross to some undefinable powerful
fraction of leading party. Then we did everything for nothing,
because today all of that has no demonstrative approach.... Yes.
[people] are today beaten and imprisoned for everything....
Everything may be worse but we cannot step back. The small
political work cannot neglect this situation. If we do not want to be
only a self-oriented movement divorced from reality, it (the political
work] must grow from the public climate and later bring back an

'8 shid. p.1. "Jako predstavitelé nezavislych iniciativ doporucujeme vSem obcantm, ktefri si
chtéji pripomenout vyroéi vzniku naseho statu nezavisle na oficialnich akcich. aby tak uCinili svoji
pritomnosti na Vaclavském namésti a hlavnich nameéstich souvisejicich s timto datem. v sobotu
dne 28. fijna v dobé od 15 do 16 hodin. Domnivame se. Ze klidna a sporadana pfitomnost
svobodomysinych obéanii mizZe byt za dnesni situace tim nejvymiuvnéjsim siovem k 28. fijnu a
soucasnym pomérim v nasi zemi, jez miZeme fici sobé navzajem i svétu.”
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understanding of political articulation.'®®

His approach reflected the beliefs based on the assessment of the political
situation in Czechosiovakia and the controversial situations among the various
independent associations. The new proactive approach did not fully discredit
Charter 77 ideas of dialogue and other non-militant approaches but called for a
united front by all independent associations that should better reflect the

increasingly militant atmosphere among the Czechoslovak public.

The need to continue peaceful dialogue with the Czechoslovak authorities
reflected the inability of some independent associations to assess the changing
political situation in Czechoslovakia effectively. Furthermore, it suggested that
some independent associations believed, that although the system was
changing, there would be a place for Socialism in which some Eurocommunists
could play a political role. This conclusion was supported by the fact that one of
the associations that strongly opposed any kind of demonstrations during 1989
was OBRODA. Charter 77 and HOS, both strongly influenced by

Eurocommunists. were divided in their decisions to demonstrate (or not) prior

% Jan Ruml in Sport. Vol. I. No. 3. September 1989 in Milan Otahal. Gpozice. op.cit. p.74.
"Jestlize ted” zalezeme do svych bytil. a situace obtézkana represemi takové jednoduché
vychodisko nabizi. nevyjde tu jediny nezavisly ¢asopis, jedina zakazana knizka. A kdykoli se to
bude rezimu hodit. co mtiZe byt skutecne kdykoliv. rozpouta hysterii konfrontace. a my pfed ni
radéji ustoupime. abychom nezkfizili cestu néjaké blize nespecifikované nasilné frakci ve vedeni
strany. To jsme pak vSechno délali zbytecné, protoZe dnes to nema demonstrativni povahu ...
Ano. bije se a zavira se dnes uz za vSechno... Viechno to bude mozna jeste dalko horsi. ovsem
ustoupit uz neize. Drobna politicka prace nemuze tuto situaci pominout. Nechceme-li se stat
pouze sobestfednym, od reality odtrzenym usilim, musi vyristat ze spoleCenského klimatu a zpét
se do néj vracet s rozhledem a pfehledem politické artikuiace.”
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October 1989.'"° For Charter 77. dealing with the unity probiem was the most
painful. Founded on the political pluralism of various signatories. Charter 77
had to define a new approach which would satisfy all of its political factions. At
the same time it should fully reflect the changing political situation within the
Eastern Bloc by supporting the public push for political changes in

Czechoslovakia.

November 1989

On November 17. 1989 Czechoslovak University students in Prague organized a
mass demonstration to commemorate the 50th anniversary of the tragical death

of a medical student Jan Opletal.’"’ In their proclamation the students stated:

We do not want only to reverently remember the circumstances.
but we also want to actively support the ideals of freedom ana
truth. for which the participants gave their lives. Even now these
ideals are seriously endangered and we do not want to be
humiliated by our university colleagues, who fifty years ago

% Qldrich Tama. op.cit. p. 39.

™ Jan Opletal died on November 17. 1339 as a result of his deadly wounds which he suffered
during the anti-German demonstration in Nazi occupied Prague on October 28, 1939. His funeral
on November 17. 1939 had developed into a mass demonstration which led to: an execution of
student representatives; a mass departation of students to concentration camps. and the closure of
Czech universities. Furthermore. November 17 was established as the International Students Day.
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heroically presented their ideals.'"?

The planned student demonstration gave a new meaning to further protest
movements. [t directly addressed the Czechoslovak Government and came from
the younger generation. This introduced to the anti-Communist movement a
new factor which not only the Czechosliovak institutions had to negotiate with,
but also the independent public association had to incorporate into their

struggle.

The demonstration on November 17. 1989 commenced in the Prague district of
Albertov and then slowly moved under the observation of the police towards the
Wenceslas Square. University students were joined during their protests by
ordinary Czechoslovak citizens and collegiate students. During their march they
carried various banners and shouted: "Freedom! Masaryk! Charter! Havel!
Dubcek! We want a new government! We do not want a one party
government!”'’? plus other chants. When the mass arrived on the National
Avenue (Narodni Trida). just before it could enter the lower part of the
Wenceslas Square. the demonstrators were stopped by the anti-demonstration

squad of the Ministry of Interior.

' Deset prazskych dndi. op.cit. p.15. "Nechceme jen pietné vzpominat tehdej3i tragicke
udalosti, ale chceme se aktivné peihlasit k idealiim svobody a pravdy. za nez jejich ucastnici
obétovali své Zivoty. Nebot™ i dnes jsou tyto idedly vazne ohrozeny a my se nechceme dat
zahambit svymi vysokoskolskymi kolegy, ktefi za né pfed S0 lety odvazné vystoupili.”

"3 "Deset prazskych dni”. op.cit. p.17. "Svobodu! Masaryk! Charta! Havel! Dubcek!
Chceme novou viadu! Nechceme viadu jedné strany!”
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The demonstrators were surrounded by the police and then brutally attacked.
The documents regarding the demonstration vividly describe the horror of the

police attack:

19.42[hours] - A police cordon at Vorsila street. the crowd is
hermetically sealed from both sides, the people are sitting down
with their hands above their heads and shouting: ‘We have empt1y
hands! We do not want violence! We do not want China! Jakes'™
to garbage! Jakes' Gestapo!

20.11 - The first calls for disband from a place from which it i1s
impossible to escape, beating -sticks and dogs' threaten. people
are singing the National Anthem.

The brutal attack against the demonstrators did not stop. but grew in its intensity:

20.40 - The first jam from the direction of the National Theatre
[Narodni divadlo], people hitting cars. trying to sit down. but the
members of the Ministry of Interior are kicking them. trampling on
them, making small channels between the people to break the
crowd into smaller groups and mercilessly and shamelessly
beating them. for a moment they stop the pressure against each
other. people have nowhere to go, they are asphyxiating, between
them are children younger than fourteen or fifteen years of age.
People are hit and does not matter where. the pressure Is
increasing, people are hysterically crying. screaming, some of them
have no room to breath.... Many of them are able to escape to
Mikulandska Street where they are met with more force. The
powerless students from the Prague schools, mad by horror are
running to apartment buildings and hiding themselves in
surrounding apartments of strangers. The number [of students] in
individual apartments is as high as 120. The people are helping

" Milog Jakes was the General Secretary of Czechoslovak Communist Party Central
Committee.
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us. s

Many ordinary citizens together with youths were beaten and injured: some of
them were arrested. On November 18, 1389 the students announced a one

week long strike in response to the brutal attack against them.

The vicious attack of the forces of the Ministry of Interior sparked the continuous
revolt against the Government. the so called Velvet Revolution. The students,
who were the main force behind the mortal assauit on the Communist regime,
were in the following days slowly reinforced in the struggle by members of
various independent public associations. The crucial question in Charter 77
history is: What was Charter 77's role prior to and during the events of

November 17. 1989 and shortly after?

Charter 77's attitude toward November 17, 1989 students’ demonstration is
reflected not only by its chronic political and ideoclogical fragmentation that was

fluctuating between its idea of supporting or not supporting public rallies. but

'S Ibid. p.18."19.42 - Kordon u Vorsilské ulice, dav je uzavien neprodySne z obou stran lidé si
sedaji s rukama nad hlavou a volaji: 'Mame holé ruce! Nechceme nasili! Nechceme Cinu! Jakese
do kose! JakeSovo gestapo! 20.11 - Prvni vyzvy k rozchodu z prostoru, ze kterého nelze uniknout.
vyhrozuji obusky a psy, lidé spivaji hymnu. 20.40 - Prvni velky tlak smérem od Narodniho divadlia.
lidé narazeji do aut. pokous$eji si sedat, ale poradkové sily do nich na zemi kopou, dupou po nich.
délaji si mez lidma uliéky, kterymi dav zmensuji a nemilosrdné a hanebné miati, vzdy na chvili
tlaéit pfestanou. proti sobé. lidé nemaji kam jit. dusi se. jsou mezi nimi i déti. kterym jeste nebylo
ani étrnact. &i patnact let. Lidé jsou biti hlava nehilava. tlak sily, lidé hystericky bre€i. knci. mnozi
nemaiji prostor na dychani.... Mnohym se dafi uniknout do Mikulandské. ale na jejim konci na né
samozrejmeé éeka dalsi jednotka. Bezbranni studenti ze vSech prazskych $kol. Sileni strachem
utikaji do dom( a schovavaji se v okoinich bytech u upiné cizich lidi. Pocet v jednotlivych bytech
je razny, az 120. Lidé nam pomahaiji.”
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also the fragmentation of all independent movements in Czechoslovakia.
Because the commemoration of November 17 was a student action, Charter 77
and other independent initiatives did not endorse this demonstration and did not

call for participation during this rally. Milos Hajek in interview states:

On 15 or 14 or 16 of November [he could not remember the exact
day], one of these three days the representatives of all
independent initiatives met in my apartment. Present were Dana
Némcova. [Emanuel] Mandler. |, Vladisiav Lis and maybe [Rudoif]
Batték, but about that | am not certain, and three other peaple.

We, absolutely, did not talk about November 17, we took that in our
opinion as a students' activity and the students did not want us to
participate; we talked about December 10, the Day of Human
Rights, during which we wanted to repeat something similar as
Skroupa Square [demonstration], therefore with the actlon of
November 17, Charter [77] had nothing in common.'

The diversity among individual independent association and their continuous
inability to form one common front in an attack on the Czechoslovak Government
owed mainly to the political differences among them and the various ideological
beliefs regarding proper strategies. Within Charter 77 and other independent
associations which were connected to the Eurocommunists. the inability to act
more aggressively or to support more aggressive anti-Government movements

lay in the Eurocommunists’ conviction that they could play a leading role in the

18 Interview with Milo$ Hajek. op.cit. "15. nebo 14..16. listopadu. jeden z téhto tfi dni se sesli v
meém byté zastupci vSech nezavislych iniciativ, byla tam Dana Némcova, byl tam Mandler, byl jsem
tam ja. Vlada Lis a jeSte myslim Batték. ale to uz nevim tak jisté, a dalSi tfi lidé: a vibec jsme
nemiuvili o 17. listopadu to jsme brali na védomi Ze je to studentska zaleZitost a studenti nechteji
aby jsme se do toho michali; a miuvili jsme o 10 - tém prosinci. dni Lidskych prav, kdy jsme chtéli
opakovat néco jako Skroupovo namésti. tak ze s akci 17. litopadu Charta neméla zamérne nic
spoleéného.”
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possible reform of the Communist Government. Not knowing the final result the
Eurocommunists played a negotiators’ role, rather than a militant revolutionary

one.

Charter 77's underestimation of the importance of the November 17
demonstration was shown by the fact that some Ieading signatories. for example

Vaclav Havel, left Prague prior to the demonstration:

[Vaclav] Havel left Prague, because he believed that [the student
demonstration] will be one of the reasons during which he will be

interrogated by the police: to avoid it he left. Therefore. not even

the most active part of society counted on the actual development
[of the demonstration].""’

The ‘involvement’ of Charter 77 during the demonstration was represented by
the presence of individual signatories. not representing Charter 77, but
demonstrating their personal beliefs. Their participation during the
demonstration have created an impression that Charter 77 was directly involved

during the demonstration.

The events leading to December 17, 1989 and after were unexpected by many
signatories. Jarmila Bélikova implied that Charter 77 was preparing a similar

activity (December 10. 1989. International Human Rights Day). but what had

"7 |\nterview with Petr Pithart. op.cit. "Havel odjel z Prahy. protoZe to pokiadal za jednu z
prilezitosti pii které bude obtézovan policiji; tak aby tomu pfedesel odjel. Tak ze anita
nejaktivnéjsi éast spolecnosti nepoditala s takovym vyvojem.”
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happened on November 17, 1989 nobody could have predicted''®. Eva
Joachymova supports her opinion by stating that “Charter was not ready” ''®

Rudolf Batték and Martin Palou$ expressed the same ideas.'?®

Peter Pithart explains Charter 77 unreadiness.

| believe that the whole dissent did not count on the changes that
had occurred and therefore was not ready for it... it is interesting
that people who did everything for the changes did not count on
it.... They counted on some slow development similar to
Gorbachev's reforms.... During the Fall nobody thought that the
demonstration could grow into the situation that it grew into.’

The brutal attack by police against the students and citizens. as well the
continued of the students’ protest called for immediate actions by the
independent associations. The public outrage and their readiness to act
presented Charter 77 with an immediate need to make a decision. To keep a
high public profile, Charter 77 had to abandon in part its non-political policy and
present an action program which would support both public anti-Communist

opinion and willingness to demonstrate.

'® Interview with Jarmita Bélikova. op.cit.
% |nterview with Eva Joachymova on August 25. 1996 in Jarotice. done by Richard Pesik.

' |nterview with Rudolf Batték op.cit. and Interview with Martin Palou$ on August 19, 1996 in
Prague. done by Richard Pesik..

2! |nterview with Petr Pithart. op.cit. "Jsem presvédcen Ze cely disent nepocital s tou zménou
ktera nastal a proto na ni nebyl pfipraven.... Je zviastni ze lidé ktefi udéiali tak hodne pro zménu s
necim takovym nepoditali ... Pocitali s néjakym pozvolnyrn vyvojem v duchu Garbaéovskych
reforem.... V podzimu mkdo nepodital ze manifestace miize pfenist v to co prerostia.”
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The increasing animosity among various signatories. based in its political
differentiations that grew in significance during 1989. was for a moment
forgotten. The need to act and to develop programs that would bring political
changes into Czechoslovakia was more important. The main question for
signatories and the members of other independent association was: Is the time
ready for a revolution? One of the discussions on what kind of approach to take
took place on the night between November 17, 1989 and November 18, 1989 at

Vaclav Benda's apartment:

There were about 15-20 people [students. signatories and other]'%?;
they were slowly arriving from the demonstration. ... the discussion
if to start a revolution or not took the whole night.... We believed
that we needed 2-3 months more to get everything ready.

Due to the rapidly developing situation they decided at 7:30 a.m. to start a

revolution;

We were able. during that night. to name all ordeals, all problems
and all compromises that we will have to solve to ensure the

possibility to succeed, but we did not predict the breakdown of the

'Z Some of the people present were Vaclav Benda., Jifi Dienstdier. Martin Klima and Marek
Benda.
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Federation.'®

On November 18, 1989 the students announced a student strike and called for
public support of their struggle for political changes in Czechoslovakia by
organizing a general strike on November 27. 1989. The most active part of the
Czechoslovak society immediately after the November 17, 1989 demonstration
were employees of Prague theatres who announced a strike to support students'
demands. The various independent associations, except HOS. reacted slowly to
support the students' call for a militant and political response to the Prague

events.

Charter 77's inability to react accordingly to the situation was a direct result of its
unreadiness or inability to assess the situation. Furthermore, Charter 77's
political division and the influence of signatories, such as Vaclav Havel. who
were strong supporters of a non-political policy, dictated Charter 77's approach
to the issue of politicization of Charter 77 directives. Charter 77's inadequate
response to the situation is reflected in the Charter 77 document published on
November 18, 1989 condemning the Government's reaction on November 17,

1989. The document was not as strong as the situation demanded:

'3 |nterview with Vaclav Benda. op.cit. "seslo se 15-20 lidi jak postupné prichazeli ze
schromazdéni.... Celou noc discutovali o tom jestli spustit revoluci i ne.... Byli presvédéen ze
jim schazi 2-3 mésice aby bylo v3e pfipraveno”; "AZ do rozpadu Federace jsme dokazali do
jednoho jmenovat béhem té noci viechny rizika, vSechny probiémy, vSechny kompromisy, které
budeme muset vyresit... méli Sanci na Uspéch.”
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(1) We request that the members of the Communist Party and the
Government of our country, who are responsible for the brutal
attack against their own citizens immediately submit their
resignations. (2) It is necessary to immediately pursue a real
nationwide dialogue regarding the future reforms, during which all
components of our society together with non-Communists political
parties. the Church, intelligentsia, workers. students and
independent associations will be plenipotentiary participants.
Charter 77 is ready to offer during this dialogue its service. (3) The
dialogue is at this moment unavoidable. Therefore we appeal to all
citizens to help with all peaceful devices to fulfill this task. We
guarantee that we will support all peaceful protest activities against
the supreme authority.'*

When the document was delivered to the striking Realistic Theatre (Realistické
Divadlo). where the students, members of the entertainment media and some
representatives of independent associations were making decisions regarding
the future manoeuvrers, it was already outdated.'® Ironically, Vaclav Havel's

entrance to the growing revolutionary situation was not acceptable as well:

Vaclav Havel returned to Prague on Saturday evening [November
18. 1989], 'not to become a leader of the developing revolution. but
to attend a play Res publica Il. during which was to be shown a
part of his play. Therefore. he arrived to the striking theatre in his

'2¢ Deset prazskych dnl. op.cit. p.35. "(1) Povazujeme z2 nezbytné. aby ze stranického a
statniho vedeni nasi zemé okamzite odstoupili ti. ktefi jsou pfimo zodpovédni za brutalni postup
proti viastnim obéaniim. (2) Je nezbytné okamzite zahajit vskutku celospolecensky dialog o cesté
budoucich reforem. jehoz se budou maci pinopravné zucastnit vsechny slozky nasi sple¢nost
véetné nekomunistickych politickych stran. cirkvi, inteligence. délniku. studentstva a nezawvislych
iniciativ. CHARTA 77 jako jedna z mnohych iniciativ je pfipravena nabidnout k tomu to dialogu sve
sluzby. (3) Dialog je v kratké budoucnosti opravdu nevyhnuteiny. Apelujeme proto na veSkerou
nasi vefejnost. aby jiz téd pomohla vSemi pokojnymi prostredky k jeho uskuteénéni. UjiSt'ujeme.
ze viechny takavé pokojné akce protestu proti mocenskeé zviili budeme rozhodné podporovat.”

'3 Milan Otahal. Opozice. op.cit. p. 99.
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suit.'%®

The inability of Charter 77 to react was criticized after the Velvet Revolution and
supported conclusions that Charter 77 decisions were influenced by

ex-Communists signatories who wanted to make concessions to the Communist

government.

Although at first Charter 77 and other independent associations were not the
major actors of the newly developed anti-Governmant movement which was the
domain of the students and actors and actresses, the situation had changed on
November 19. 1989. On this day Charter 77, together with other independent
associations. the students and representatives of theatres established the Civic
Forum. From this day the most important decisions were made by the

representatives of dissent and the students were slowly pushed aside.

Charter 77 and the Civic Forum

After November 17. 1989 the representatives of independent associations
realized the need for an organization which would represent all of the

independent associations and at the same time direct and organize their further

' jpid. p.99. "Do Prahy se vratil Vaciav Havel v sobotu veéer ‘ne proto. aby se stal vidcem
pravé propukajici revoluce. ale proto. aby zhlédl pfedstaveni Res publica Il. ve kterém ma byt
pouzita ukazka z jeho hry'. Do stavkujiciho Realistického divadia se proto dostavil ve
spolecenskem obleku.”
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approach when dealing with the Government authorities. As outlined before.
their endeavour to establish a similar organization prior to November 17. 1989
collapsed because of the political positions of various associations. Milos Hajek
points out that between August-October 1989 representatives of independent
associations met regularly at Black Brewery (Cemny Pivovar). They were Vaciav
Havel, Dana Némcova (Charter 77), Emanuel Mandler (Democratic Initiative),
Rudolf Batték (HOS) and Milos Hajek (OBRODA). The reason for their meetings
was to "estabiish an organization" that would be ready to act when the situation
presented itself. Furthermore, Hajek stresses that during these meetings.
OBRODA suggested that Cardinal Tomasek and Alexander Dubcek would be
"moral representatives of the new association"'¥’ The endeavour was. at that
time, in vain due to the political and ideological differences of various

independent associations.

The situation on November 17, 1989 and the days that had followed critically
influenced the independent associations' need to establish an organization that
would connect them together and represent them . The group with the most
initiative to establish an organization representing the majority of independent
associations was gathered around Vaclav Havel. The majority of them were

from the Team of Charter 77 Spokespersons.'® The initial conception of a new

"7 Interview with Milos Hajek. op.cit. “zalozit néjakou organizaci”: "duchovni predstavitelé nove
organizace”.

'2 Interview with Vaclav Trojan. op.cit.
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organization that would coordinate the struggle of independent associations took
place on November 19. 1989 at Havel's apartment. Milos Hajek remembers that

Sunday November 19. 1989:

In the moming he got a phone call from [Emanuel] Mandler ... that
alf of them should meet. At the same moment Vaclav Kore!l with
Jan Urban came to visit him. They outlined an idea to establish a
coordinating committee of opposition called Forum.'®®

Hajek mentioned that Mandler had a similar idea, but when he tried to contact
him. they found out that Mandler was imprisoned. After a short discussion they
decided to go to see Vaclav Havel. They separated. in order to avoid police
attention: Jan Urban went first and Milos Hajek followed him. At the same time
Havel had already called a meeting at his apartment. When Milo$ Hajek arrived
at Havel's apartment. Jan Urban informed him that the decision had been made
to call a new organization Civic Forum (ObcCanské Férum). The people present
at this meeting were Vaclav Havel. Jan Urban, Milos Hajek. Sasa Vondra. Jifi
KFizan. Ladislav Lis. Jifi Stindel and Radim Palou$. Rudolf Batték and Pavel
Bergmann joined them later.'*® During their discussion it was decided to draft a

document to outline the Civic Forum mandate:

'2 Interview with Milo$ Hajek. op.cit. "Rano mi volal Mandler ... Ze by se méli vSichni sejit. V
tom ho prisli navétivit Vaclav Korel a Jan Urban [s mySlenkou] méii by jsme zalozit koordinacni
vybor opozice. mohlo by se to nazyvat Forum."

“® pavel Bergmann in an interview with Karel Stanek. "Pnchazela palnac, Zrodilo se Obéanske
Férum". Obéansky Denik. Vol. 1. No. 169. Saturday, November 17, 1990. p.3. ; Interview with
Vdaclav Trojan. op.cit. ; Interview with Milo$ Hajek. op.cit.
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Everybody decided that there is need to write a document that will
outline the basic political demands and a goal to assume initiative.
Vaclav Havel then sat down. thought and wrote. At6 p.m. we
should met again and edited the text. The idea was that they
would call a meeting at Cinoherni Club at 8 p.m.."

The importance of Vaclav Havel and other Charter 77 signatories during the
founding of Civic Forum was visible from the following initiatives of Civic Forum
and its initial statement. The organization that would express an interesting, and
a united approach towards political negotiations with the Czechoslovak

authorities was. after many unsuccessful attempts prior to November 17, 1989

finally established.

The Civic Forum's statement written by Vaclav Havel reflected Charter 77
anti-political policy and signatories’ influence. It was first read during the initial

founding meeting in Cinoherni Club on November 19, 1989 at 10 p.m.:

It accepted the idea of dialogue, as was proclaimed by Charter [77]
since its first document and was understood as a kind of 'round
table’. for negotiations with the Government institutions without any
demands and limited public participation; the document did not
support a general strike, which was the strongest weapon of
opposition: because the general strike included in its fight against
the Government the whole spectrum of society which became the

3 Pavel Bergmann. op.cit. "VSichni se dohodli. Ze je tfeba vydat prohldseni se zakiadnimi
politickymi poZadavky a s cilem pfevzit iniciativu. Vaclav Havel si tedy sedl. premyslel a psal. V
Sest vecer se vsichni méli znovu sejit a text zredigovat. S tim. Ze na osmou vecer se svola do
Cinoherniho klubu shromazdéni'."
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real political subject.'?

The continuation of Charter 77's ideas was characterized as Vaclav Trojan
points out by the fact that Civic Forum was open "basically to everybody who
wanted to participate in the democratization of the country”".'*® Similarly Jan
Stern suggests that: "Civic Forum was in some point the denouncement of
Charter 77 and an extension of HOS".'** Vaclav Benda concludes that “"Charter
(77) as an organizational power ... played a key role at the beginning of Civic
Forum ... if we understand under the meaning of Charter and all of those
organizations that were established under its umbrella or cooperated with
Charter" '** Dana Némcova believes that the reason for Charter 77's influence
within Civic Forum was that the signatories were finally ready to piay important
roles within Civic Forum because of their readiness and the fact that they "had

something to tell the people”.'* Furthermore. the influence of Charter 77 on the

= Milan Otahal. Opozice. op.cit. "Prosadilo se pojeti dialogu. jak jej Charta prokiamovala od
svého prvniho prohlaseni a ktery byl chdpdn jako druh ‘kulatych stol(’, jako vyjednavani se statni
moci bez jakyyh koliv podminek a s omezenim viivu vefejnosti; prohiasSeni totiz nepodpofilo
Generalni stavku, ktera byia nejsiinéjsi zbrani opozice, nebot™ zapojovaia do boje proti rezimu
nej$irsi vrstvy obyvatelstva, jez se stavaly skutecnym politickym subjectemn.”

'3 Interview with Vaclav Trojan. op.cit. "pro kazdého kdo chtél spolupracovat na demokratizaci
statu.”

 |nterview with Jan Stern. op.cit. "Obéanské Férum bylo v jistém smyslu jake si dovrseni
Charty a bylo pfimou navaznosti na HOS".

135 |nterview with Vaclav Benda. op.cit. "Charta jako organizaéni sila ... hraje v prvopocatcich
Obéanského Fara kiiGovou roli .. pokud si pod Chartou predstavujeme i ty organizace které pod jeji
zastitou vznikaly nebo [s ni] spolupracovaly.”

¢ Interview with Dana Némcova. op.cit. "méli lidem co fic.”

79




CHARTER 77. ITS STRUGGLE, PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

Civic Forum decision making process was detectable from Civic Forum's slowly
increasing application of pressure by using a dialogue approach towards the

Czechoslovak Government'®’, rather than a more militant one.

In addition. the organizational structure of Civic Forum was similar to the
structure of Charter 77. It gave the signatories political decision making control
over Civic Forum. The highest political body within the Civic Forum was called

the Crisis Centre (Krizovy Stab):

The hegemony within Civic Forum acquired a group around Véaclav
Havel: it was called the Crisis Centre that made all important
decisions. Its members were V. Havel, A. Vondra and J. Kfizan.
Associations and individuals, who had principally different opinions
regarding further progress, were in some way pushed aside. '

The Crisis Center was later replaced by the Coordination Center of Civic Forum
(Koordinacni Centrum Obcanského Faéra), Prague . Its main objectives were to
organize all Civic Forum assemblies that were established in Czechoslovakia

and to inform the public. In addition:

The Coordination Center acted on behalf of the Civic Forum when
dealing with central governmental and international institutions.

7 Interview with Vaclav Benda. op.cit.

'3 Milan Otahal. Opozice. op.cit. "Hegemonii v OF ziskala skupina kolem V. Havia: tzv. Krizovy
Stab, v némz vznikala vSechna dulezita rozhodnuti, se zkladal z V. Havia, A. Vondry a J. Krizana.
Skupiny a jednotiivci. ktefi méli zasadné odliSny nazor na dalsi postup. byli do znacne miry
zatlaceni do pozadi.” pp.102 - 103.
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based on initiatives of various forums.'*®

The representatives of the Coordination Center were primarily signatories of
Charter 77.'° The importance of the Coordination Center of Civic Forum,
Prague increased dramatically during 1990, prior to the first free elections in
Czechoslovakia. when it had an imminent impact on the selection of Civic Forum

candidates for the elections.

The political development at the end of 1989 in Czechoslovakia brought a
growing political division among Charter 77 signatories. Some of the signatories

left the political scene of the new Czechoslovak political arena:

Some of them told others that they would not try to obtain political
power. but that they would continue as they did till then.... | think.
that the majority of people were unambitious in the dissent not
because they would like to acquire some power, but because they
wanted to live in freedom and truth. And when this situation [new
political freedom] happened. they believed that there was no
reason to obtain power.'*'

'¥ Dedset Prazskych dnli. op.cit. p.553 . "Koordinaéni centrum zastupuje Obcanskeé Forum v
jednani s centralnimi statnimi a mezinarodnimi institucemi, a to pfedevSim na zakiadé namétu a
doporuéeni mistnich OF."

9 " Jak to chodi v Koordinaénim centru; Rudému Pravu odpovida tiskova miuvéi KC
Obcanského Fora Jana Ryslikova". Rudé Pravo. Vol. 70. No. 38. Wednesday February 14. 1990.
p. 8.

"' Interview with Helena Klimova on August 5. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik. "Nékteri
si fekli Ze nebudou usilovat o to aby ziskali politickou moc ale pokracovat takovym zpisobem jako
doposud.... ja si myslim ze spousta lidi se neangaZovala v disentu ne Ze by chtéli uchvatit moc ale
proto ze chtéli svobodné a pravdivé Zit. a jakmile ta moznost nastala tak nebyl dal diivod snazit se
Ziskat moc.”
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On the other side. there were the signatories. mainly the ex-Communists.
"people who were used to organized political activities"'*?, and those who
belonged to the pinnacie of Charter 77, who saw the new political system as
their opportunity to be elevated to the "political elite”.'** The political
differentiation among the signatories led to signatories within Charter 77 and
Civic Forum being influenced by different political fractions within both
organizations. They began to slowly merge together with other new political

parties.

The growing political disagreement that resurfaced within Civic Forum and
Charter 77 influenced the selection of a candidate for a new Czechoslovak
President after Gustav Husak resigned in December 1983. There were two
major candidates for the office: Vaclav Havel. the Charter 77 signatory and
outspoken member of Civic Forum, and Alexander Dubcek, the former General
Secretary of Czechoslovak Communist Party Central Committee and the leading
political figure of Prague Spring 1968. The determination of Alexander Dubcek
to become the President. supported by ex-Communists. is characterized by his

negotiation with Vaclav Havel regarding his candidacy:

[Vaclav] Havel said. we were negotiating for about three hours
[with Alexander Dubcek] and Dubéek was too stubborn to give up.

2 |nterview with Petruska Sustrova. op.cit. "lidé ktefi byli zvykli na organizovanou politickou
éinnost.”

3 Interview with John Bok. op.cit. “politicka elita.”
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He continuously thought that it could be him [a new president].
Then we told him that Chairman of the Federal Assembly is also a
big post. Then he finally changed his mind. but when he was on
his way from Prague to Bratislava he phoned suddenly from
Jihlava. says Vaclav Havel, Dubéek says by phone that he
changed his mind [to seek the presidency]....'*

The support of Alexander Dubéek's candidacy by the ex-Communists within
Charter 77 and Civic Forum is demonstrated by Zdenék Jiinsky's, a signatory of
Charter 77 and ex-Communist, act of nomination. Jaroslav Sabata remembers
that Jicinsky once told him that “it is not good, they proposed Havel and | did not
succeed by nominating Dubcek; there was probably 30 voices for Havel and 6
for Dubéek. The number may not be correct; there is a possibility that nobody
recorded it."'* The election of Dub&ek as President would, for the
ex-Communists. develop a bridge between the Prague Spring 1968 and the
events of 1989. Furthermore, it would conclude their rehabilitation process and
legitimize their opposition toward the Czechoslovak Government. In addition.
Dubcek's loyalty to Socialism and ideas of reform Communism would help the
ex-Communists to obtain political influence within the new Czechoslovak
Government. For others, mainly Havel, Dubcek's importance was that he was a

Slovak. His involvement in the post-November political development would

* Interview with Jifi Rumi. op.cit. "Havel fikal. mi jsme jednali asi tfi hodiny s Dubéekem, a
Dubcek furt nechtél ustoupit. pofad jako by si myslel ze jako by to mohi byt on. A pak jsme mu
fekli ze Pfedseda Federalniho Shromazdeni je taky velky post: a on se pak nakonec nechal
premiuvit ale jel zpatky z Prahy do Bratislavi ale najednou z Jihlavy telefonoval. fika Vaciav Havel.
Dubcek do telefonu rika ze si to rozmyslel.”

S Interview with Jaroslav Sabata. op.cit. "Je to Spatny, oni navrhuji Havla. ja jsem s Dubf:ekem
neobstal. Hlasy byly asi 30 Havel a 6 Dubéek.... Cisla nejsou pfesna. pravdépodobné to nikdo
nezaznamenal.”
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guarantee continuity of Czechoslovakia.'*®

At the end. Vaclav Havel was elected the President of Czechoslovakia on
December 29, 1989. He took his presidential oath to Alexander Dubcek who
had been. one day prior to the presidential elections. elected Chairman of the
Federal Assembly. The disagreements among the ex-Communists and the
non-Communists within Charter 77 and Civic Forum were for a moment again

put aside.

The end of 1989 found the dissent and the signatories in a new political sphere
to which they were elevated because “"these people from the dissent, these
Chartists knew each other, believed in each other and were able immediately to
connect with each other to actively cooperate”.'” On the other side. their new
political experience created a problem for the signatories and the dissidents who
became involved in the political process. The new experiences caused a slow
deterioration in their abilities to cooperate over time. The paliticai differences
that were somehow forgotten during the time when they all fought the totalitarian
power of the Czechoslovak Communist Party, started slowly to resurface. Later,
during the period of growing political pluralism. the cooperation which was base

on their trust of other dissidents could not be accomplished:

'8 |nterview with Jan Stern. op.cit.

7 Interview with lvan Havel on July 31,1996 in Prague, done by Richard Pesik. "Ti lidé z toho
disentu. ti chartisté. se znali navzajem, divéfovali si a mohli velice rychle se dit dohromady a byt
schopni velmi aktivné spolupracovat.”
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If then people were basically concentrated towards the one idea.
then after November, when the full political spectrum was
established. everybody began to connect themseives with its own
[political ideclogy], and this started politicai fights.'*®

This process of deterioration continued during the following years and was one

of the main reasons for end of Civic Forum. and also of Charter 77's active life.

“S Interview with Jifi Vanéura on July 29. 1996 in Prague , done by Richard Pesik. "Jestlize

tenkrat lidé vice méné byli upnuti ke stejné mysience. tak po listopadu, !(dyi n.a_sta_lo celé.to )
politické spektrum, kazdy se pfihlasil k tomu svému a tam dochazelo uz k politickym bojam.
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Chapter lll

The Discord

1990 - 1992

New Beginning

At the end of 1989 Charter 77 found itself in a new political spectrum which was
created by the continuing downfall of the Communist regime in Czechoslovakia
during the Velvet Revolution. The political changes which were introduced after
November 1989 included (1) the elimination of the leading role of Czechoslovak
Communist Party: (2) the democratization of Czechoslovak political system; (3)
the creation of new independent political parties within and outside the Civic
Forum; (4) the election of Vaclav Havel as the President of Czechoslovakia; (5)
the institution of Freedom of Speech and (6) the holding of free elections. All
strongly influenced Charter 77's development. The growing demaocratization of
Czechoslovakia produced an atmosphere during which Charter 77 signatories
and some members of the new Czechoslovak society questioned the need to
continue Charter 77 within a politically pluralistic Czechoslovakia. For some
signatories. the continuing work of Charter 77 was an important factor to
guarantee citizens' rights. Others believed that the new poalitical system would

produce new public associations which would be more suitable for the
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democratic system than Charter 77. The above circumstances influenced

Charter 77 to continue only to the end of 1992.

The new political system of Czechoslovakia brought with it criticism of Charter
77 by the Czechoslovak public. The members of the Czechoslovak community
who had been persecuted by the Communist regime during the 1950's saw
Charter 77 as a political failure because Charter 77 included the ex-Communists
among its signatories. Some Czechoslovak citizens who had suffered during the
Communist purges of the 1950's'*® openly attacked Charter 77 and accused it of
cooperating with the former Communist regime. These citizens' attacks against
Charter 77 negatively influenced not only Charter 77's reputation as a whole, but

also the attitude of ordinary Czechs and Slovaks toward Charter 77

Since the Charter's inception. the period 1990 -1992 was the most critical one.
The new poilitical situation. which allowed the creation of new political parties
within the Czechosiovak political order, mirrored the political differences among
Charter 77 signatories. The political attacks against Charter 77 by some
members of Czechoslovak populations did not help Charter 77 to adjust to the
new political atmosphere. In the end, Charter 77 had to question its own
importance and its own ability to guarantee Democracy and Human Rights in the

Czechoslovak pluralistic system. The crises that were created by the political

' | could not find any reference regarding the attacks against Charter 77 by Czechoslovak
citizens who were suppressed by the Communists after the 1968.
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situation after the Communist downfall at the end of 1989 had a deadly impact

on Charter 77

Political Differences

Charter 77 was founded in 1977 by a multitude of political and non-political
signatories who represented a wide spectrum of Czechoslovak dissent. The
signatories political affiliations ranged from ex-Communists to Catholics to
signatories with no political or religious beliefs. The political differences among
Charter 77 signatories were mainiy ignored prior to the Velvet Revolution. The
signatories were able to develop a consensus on most of the decisions that were
made due to the signatories united cause: the humanizing of the Communist

Regime in Czechoslovakia.

After November 1989. when the political situation in Czechoslovakia changed.
the submerged political differences from the 1977-1988 era of Charter 77.
resurfaced immediately. The creation of new political parties encouraged some
signatories to return to new or old political ideas. Their growing political
differentiation created a problem for possible consensus among the signatories.

The consensus was vital for Charter 77's survival:

The people who wanted to be active in political life chose a profile
... that had particular political ideas which were sometimes in
disagreement with Charter 77.... After that the consensus on
Charter grounds was impossible.... After all, this would not be a
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problem, because there was always opportunity for meetings
among the people, but only under the condition that they would
forget their political activity.'>®

The signatories’ focus on the new political life in Czechoslovakia and their
support of different political systems brought Charter 77 closer to its destruction.
Trying to forget their individual political affiliations became more difficult as
election time drew near. Many signatories played an important role as individual
candidates. but their differences made it impossible for them to retain their

political impartiality within Charter 77 itself.

Although many signatories were candidates of the Civic Forum. the leading
political force during the Parliament elections in April 1990. they started to
represent various political ideologies from Capitalism to Socialism. Within the
Civic Forum. signatories were able to affiliate with distinct political groupings
present under the Civic Forum's umbrella: reform Communists. Socialists, Social
Democrats. Catholics and others. Many signatories saw the Civic Forum as an
informal organization in which they were able to express their thoughts and
associate themselves with those signatories or non-signatories who represented

their ideological stream. For many of them. the Civic Forum was only the

' |nterview with Jifi Vanéura. op.cit. “lidé ktefi chtéli byt aktivni v politice se profilovali ... s
uréitymi politickymi nazory které nebyly vzdy v souladu s Chartou.... Pak uZ na pidé Charty
consensus nebyl mozny.... To by nevadilo. protoZe stale zistaval néjaky prostor kde by se lide
mohli setkavat. ale museli by zapomenout na svoiji politickou ¢innost.”
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beginning of their new palitical careers.'' In the April elections. some of them
were elected to politicai positions such as Peter Pithart, Jifi Dienstbier and

Zdenék Jicinsky.

There were two major reason for candidates success. The first was that they
"had something to say to the people”.'®® The second was that the political
affiliation of Charter 77 signatories. who were involved in the Civic Forum, was
hidden by their membership within the pluralistic Civic Forum. Therefore, they
were not, in public opinion, associated fully with any political ideology. Due to
their campaigning as Civic Forum's candidates, they were not seen by the voters
as representatives of the united oppasition to the former Communist regime.
Therefore. the success at the polls came from the electorate expressing a 'no’

vote against the old Communist regime.

After the elections the political differences among the signatories and other
members of the Civic Forum deepened and various political parties began to
emerge from the Civic Forum. This continuous division restricted the successful
work of the Civic Forum during the following years. The creation of new political
parties with diametrically different ideologies created a irreparable problem for

the Civic Forum.'>® During the following months the Civic Forum tried to solve

! Interview with Dana Némcova. op.cit.
2 Ibid. "méli lidem co Fic".
2 "Kam kradi OF?". Lidové Noviny. Vol. 3. No. 210. 8.11.1990.p. 7.
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the problem of its existence in the rapidly changing political scene of
Czechoslovakia. The solution. suggested mainly by Vaclav Klaus and opposed

by Vaclav Havel and others, was to politicize the Civic Forum.'s

Unfortunately. politicization meant that not all political forces could be
represented and work under the Civic Forum's umbrella. The Civic Forum.
realizing the necessity of political transformation, ceased to exist as a
non-political multiparty organization in February 1991 and transformed itself to a
new political Civic Forum. The new Civic Forum was comprised of two political
parties: the Civic Democratic Party and the Civic Movement (Ob&anska
Demokraticka Strana. Ob&anské Hnuti).'® The political differences among
representatives of various political beliefs jeopardized the historical roots of

political and pluralistic associations.

In the new democratic system. some of the signatories saw no need for a
political and pluralistic association that would protect citizens from the attacks of
the new authorities. Some of the signatories believed that, in the new system.
they could not attack political figures who were elected from their ranks for their
political misbehaviour and for disregarding Human Rights agreements. Others
believed that after many years of fighting the same enemy and for the same

cause there was nothing to fight for any more and therefore no reason to

'S¢ “Hnuti nebo strana?". Rudé Pravo. Voi. 71, No. 234.: 6.2. 1990. p. 2.
'8 Jifi Honajzer. Obéanské Férum: vznik, vyvoj a rozpad. Orbis: Praha. 1986. pp. 45-46.
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continue their activity. Ivan Havel expresses this idea in his interview:

It [to change ones attitude] takes some time during the freedom ...
people realize their own beliefs and differences.... At first they
stopped associating themselves periodically on personal and
intimate bases.... They start to associate themseives with their
parties and ideologies.... This creates fragmentation which 1s a
result of the situation during which the fraternal enemy that
connected them ceases to exist.... In the freedom they began to be
more independent.... Itis sad that during the present time, the
people who were before friends do not trust each other {[now} and
attack each other for things that somebody does or does not do. '

The fragmentation and political differences were mirrored in Charter 77 work and
resulted in many ideological and political controversies among Charter 77
signatories. Although these problems had deepened with time, Charter 77 was

able to co-exist with the Civic Forum for almost one more year.

The political struggle among signatories was even more intense during the June
1990 election to the Federal Assembly and the Czech National Council. Under
the Civic Forum umbrella. Charter 77 was able to nominate 22 candidates.'’
The candidates need to obtain voters acceptance did not stop them from

attacking each other. During his run for a political seat in the Federal Assembly

'% Interview with lvan Havel. op.cit. "Chvilku to trva nez si ve svobodé ... lidé si uvédomi své
viastni nazory. rozdily ... Zaprvé se pfestanou stykat tak ¢asto. osobné a divérné. Zacnou se
priklanét ke svym stranam a ideologiim. Tak vzikne fragmentace jako dusledek toho ze prestal
existovat spolecny nepfitel ktery je spojoval... Ve svobode zadinaji byt vice nezavisli.... Jeto
smutné. Ze v soucastné dobeé lidé ktefi byli dfive prateli. ted” si nedivéfuji, napadaiji se. pro€ kdo co
déia."

'S Honajzer. op.cit. p. 24.
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in Brno district. Peter Cibulka attacked his fellow signatory Jarosiav Sabata.
Peter Cibulka introduced the dirty methods of campaigning when he brought up
Sabata's Communist past: "Cibulka suggested that former Communist's [Sabata]
erstwhile ideas of the 1950's'® " ' Peter Cibulka extended his attack against
all ex-Communists and Communists'® when he demanded the Communists be
"purged from Charter 77".'®' Peter Cibulka's style represented the general
understanding of the new freedoms. In their opinion that gave them liberty for

personal attacks against their opponents.

The changing personal relationships among Charter 77 signatories were directly
influenced by the emerging political views within Charter 77. The individualistic
ambitions of some Charter 77 signatories contrasted with Charter 77 previous
non-political rivalry among the signatories and their rapport with the public. The
new political struggles among Charter 77 signatories bought Charter 77 to the

verge of breakdown because of signatories individual political ambiguity.

Not all Charter 77 signatories pined for an active political life. For the majority of

the signatories. the main goal was to sustain their struggle for Human Rights and

"% Cibulka meant anticommunist's witch-hunt by the leading members of the Czechosiovak
Communist Party during the 1950's.

' |nterview with Jan Stern. op.cit. "Cibulka vytahnul na toho byvalého komunistu jeho byvaie
nazory z 50 let.”

'® Some Party members became Charter 77 signatories after November 17. 1989.
' |nterview with Jifi Hajek. op.cit. "vylouéeni komunisti z Charty”.
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to continue the non-political policy of Charter 77 rather than engage in unfriendly

political struggle:

What had happened had happened so softly because in the
leadership were people who were real and absolute humanitarians;
who made many terrible mistakes because of their humarnitarian
nature. and whao expected the humanism, the belief of content. the
belief of %goperation from everybody [to work]. That was a basic
mistake.

The humanitarian beliefs of some Charter 77 signatories promoted them to
struggle to continue their non-political involvement during and after the Velvet
Revolution. Some of the signatories. who at first become a part of the new
Czechoslovak palitical structure, had left the political scene before and after the
1980 June elections. They. together with the signatories who chose the
non-political path. focused their attention on Charter 77 perspectives in the new

society.
The needs for a non-political approach by Charter 77 for its survival
characterized Ladislav Hejdanek's main address during Charter 77 first

nation-wide meeting in Prague in March 1990:

The main question is: What we who decide to stay do?; we who do

2 Interview with Eva Joachymova. op.cit. "Jak to prob&hlo. probéhlo proto tak jemné protoze v
Gele byli lidé ktefi byli skuteéni absolutni humanisté, ktefi délali nesmirné chyby pravé tim svym
humanismem. Ze pravé predpokladali humanismus. vili ke kontenzu. vili k dohodé u vSech
ostatnich. coz je samozifeyme zakladni chyba.”
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not have any political - that means technocratic political potencies -
ambitions as the priority of our determination and on our scale of
values? In the founding document of Charter 77 one can read:
Charter 77 does not want to 'accentuate its own programs of
political or sociological reforms or modifications’. By signing this
document nobody is obligated that he/she cannot be a part of
these programs. Nevertheless, that he/she would not present this
as a Chartist and would not force Charter 77 to become an
organization or. even. to become a political movement with these
programs formuiated and enforced [freedom] must stay the
unquestionable obligation. '

The non-politicization of Charter 77 seemed to be difficult to achieve because
many of Charter 77 leading signatories became assimilated in the daily part of
Czechoslovak political life. Their politicization directly or indirectly influenced
Charter 77's development and decision making process. It was increasingly
difficult to avoid. even when those signatories who were not politically active,
tried to stop the politicization of Charter 77. This was one of the major reasons

for Charter 77's inability to continue its activity as it had prior to November 1989.

Attacks

The new political structure of Czechoslovakia encouraged public attacks against

Charter 77 during the early 1990's. These attacks resembied the anti-Charter 77

'8 Ladislav Hejdanek. "Krize Charty 77!". Lidové Noviny. Vol.3, No.23. 24.3.1990. p.2. "Hlavni
otazka zni: co mame a budeme délat my. ktefi ziistaneme? My, ktefi nemame politické - a to
Znamena technicky, mocensky politické - zajmy na prvnim misté ve své Zivotni orientaci a na sveém
hodnotovém zebficku? V zakiadnim dokumentu éteme Ze Charta nechce ‘vytyovat viastni
programy politickych ¢i spolecenskych reforem nebo zmén. Tim se jisté nikdo nezavazal. ze se
nikdy nebude na vypracovani takovych programi podilet. Ze to vSak nebude délat jako chartista a
Ze nebude prosazovat, aby se Charta 77 stala organizaci nebo dokonce politickym hnutim. které
by takoveé programy formulovalo a prasazovaio to zistava nepochybnym zavazkem."
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campaigns used during the Communist supremacy. Part of the Czechoslovak
society. represented by the anti-Communist political prisoners of the 1950's'%* in
Czechoslovakia, openly attacked Charter 77. These individuals, now mostly in
their 60s. tried to incriminate Charter 77 by suggesting Charter 77 signatories'
cooperation with the former Communist regime and the Soviet spy agency KGB.
They believed that Charter 77 was nothing more that an puppet of the
Czechoslovak Communist regime. and an association that hid those
Communists who were dismissed from the Czechoslovak Communist Party after
August 1968. The former political prisoners of the 1950's took the opportunity of
Freedom of Speech to question the poilitical and international significance of
Charter 77 during its struggle against the Czechoslovak Communist regime and
its role during the climax of the anti-Communist movement on November 17.

1989 and the following period.

The pubilic attacks on Charter 77 were first appeared in Stiedofesky Expres
between October 24 and 26, 1990. They were titled "Sensational Revelation of
the Background of the Last Year November 17 Turmoil”.'® In this article a

former prisoner of the 1950's, Mirosiav Dolej$i.'®® attacked Charter 77 for its

'8 After the Communist's takeover in 1948, many Czechoslovak citizens of the bourgeois
backgrounds or anti-Communists political tendencies were either imprisoned or dismissed from
their jobs and purged from the Czechoslovak Universities. These Communists’ activity applied to
whole families who were accused from ‘uniriendly’ attitudes towards the new regime.

'8 Senzaéni odhaleni pozadi udalosti loriského 17. listopadu.

'8 There could not be found closer references regarding the reasons of his arrest or
persecution. .
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large number of ex-Communists signatories and presented a view that Charter

77 was controlled by the former Communist regime.

Interestingly. Dolej$i's accusation of Communist conspiracy under the Charter
77 umbrella was not the first. Prior to his article Peter Cibulka. a Charter 77

signatory, also published in October 1990, an article in which he states:

| had suspicions about those people [who are now in power] that
they. during the Fall of 1989, (some people said that actually in
October) concluded a grandiose agreement together with a certain
group from the Czechoslovak Communist Party and the State
Police which probably stated 'you [the Communists] will give up the

leading positions of the Party and not shoot us and we. on the
other hand. will guarantee that nothing will happen to you'.'®’

Peter Cibulka's accusations, which were influenced by his anti-Communists
obsession, were directed undoubtedly against the ex-Communists and Social
Democrats within the Charter 77. His statements were fuel for Dolejsi’s
indictments. Although Cibulka's accusations were not meant to discredit all
Charter 77 signatories, he and Dolejsi saw the ex-Communists. after 1989, as

their prime enemies.

Miroslav Dolejsi's accusation was based on his belief that the Communists who

' Ibid. p.8. "Podezfivam tyto lidi [ktefi jsou dnes u moci] z toho, Ze na podzim 1989 (Fiké se ze
uz dokonce v zafi) uzavreli velky obchod s uréitou skupinou v KSC a St8 jehoz qbsahet_n asi bylo:
vy se vzdate vedouci Glohy strany a nepostfilite ndas, a my vam za to zaruCime, Ze se vam nic
nestane.”
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were dismissed from the Czechoslovak Communist party after 1968 were an
added dimension that could be used by the Communist regime 1n a crisis
situation such as occurred on November 17. 1989 to prevent the Communist
Government breakdown. He believed that to conceal their activities. the
Communists organized themselves in the association of Charter 77.'%®  Dolejsi
saw Charter 77 as a Freemason's (Zhido-masoneria) Lodge orchestrated by

KGB. the State Police, CIA and the Israeli secret service MOSAD:

During these services there was nothing else to accomplish. then
in the nght moment Charter 77 could peacefully obtain the power
from the Communists. The reason was to hold this power for
themselves. This was all conspired by KGB and orchestrated by
Mr. Hegenbart from the Central Committee of Czechosiovak
Communist Party with the help of dismissed Communists from
1968. who organized themselves in OBRODA.'®®

In his accusations Dolej$i contended that Charter 77-OBRODA connection was
a reality due to some ex-Communists assaociation with both associations.
Furthermore. the large number of ex-Communists who signed the Charter 77

founding document offered plausibility to support DolejSi's accusations.

Many Czechs and Slovaks accepted Doiejsi's claim despite their knowledge of

'® Jan Stern. "Dé&jiny vidéné v Expresu”. Listy. Vol. XXI, N0.1.1991.p. 7.

' \Vaclav Kraus. "Senzaéni odhalenii: Chartu 77 méli fidit étyfi tajné sluzby”. Obcansky Denik.
Vol. 1. No. 153. 30.10.1990. p. 3. "V téchto sluzbach pry neslo o nic jiného. nez aby v uréitém
okamziku mohla Charta 77 v klidu pFevzit moc. a to proto aby ji viastné nadale udrZela pro
komunisticky rezim. Tohle vSechno pry z povéfeni KGB fidil pan Hegenbart z UV KSC pfez
vyhozené komunisty v roce 1968. ktefi se zdruiiliv OBRODE."
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Charter 77's role in the Communist’'s collapse and the fact that many of Charter
77 signatories. the ex-Communists and non-Communists. had been prosecuted
by the former Communist Government. The reason can be found in the
mentality of people who. during the Communist supremacy, had remained silent.
Their inability to cooperate or to be active participants of the Czechoslovak
dissent after November 1989, appeared to be a political or moral weakness on
their part. To compensate for their shortcomings. they attacked Charter 77 on

these grounds.

because within Charter 77 there were too many ex-Communists
they refused to become a part of Charter 77.... Furthermore, thex
blamed the ex-Communists for dismissing them from their jobs.’

Libuse Silhanova viewed the attacks as an outgrowth of Czech national

character. She called them a reflection of

a narrow Czech pity.... An aversion to the people who were
heroes.... It was some feeling of culpability that they did nothing....
That they were only manipulated instruments of totality.... Finally
they had realized it and from then on they looked, with seIf—p|ty at
those who rebelled actively and who publicly participated against
the Government.'’

'™ |nterview with Rudolf Batték. op.cit. “Ze tam v Charté bylo moc ex-komunistd a proto tam
nesli... Vycitali ze ex-komunisté je vyhazovali z prace.”

' Interview with Libuse Silhanova on August 19. 1996 in Prague. done by Richard Pesik. "maly
Gesky Gechackovsky... averze k lidem ktefi byli hrdiny.... Byl to urcity pocit viny Ze oni nic nedélali...
Ze byli ndstrojem totality manipulovani.... Najednou jim to doslo a pohlizeli na ty ktefi odporovali a
projevovali se verejné proti moci s provinénim.”
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Their conclusion was: "enough Charter’.'”? The inability to cope with their past
silence when they were unable to actively participate in the reformation or the
destruction of the Communist regime, caused many of them under Dolejsi's

influence to start to question the legitimacy of Charter 77.

The 'silent majority’ wanted a violent settling of accounts with Communism and
saw the non-violent revolution introduced by the dissent following the violent
November 17. 1989 student demonstration as just another reason to support
anti-Charter 77 attacks. In the non-violent mandate of the anti-Government
struggle. many Charter 77's opponents saw a connection between Charter 77

and Communists. Jan Stern observed that:

the massacre on National Avenue [Narodni tfidé] on November 17
was undoubtedly in advance prepared police provocation, but the
outcome of this action was not as the initiators [police]
anticipated.... Mr. DolejSi sees this situation differently: The
massacre was not only the provocation. but also, in advance. a
prepared signal. 'After that signal the initiative was given to
Charter 77 - this exhibits that the preparations was due to
cooperation.''”?

Both of them. Cibulka and Dolejsi, omitted the basic fact that the Charter 77's

non-violent and non-political policy, together with Charter 77"s political pluralism

'Zibid. "Dost byio Charty.”

' Jan Stren. "Déjiny”. op.cit. p. 8. " Masakr na Narodni tfide 17. listopadu byl bezpochyby
predem pripravenou policejni provokaci, jejiz nasledky se v$ak inicidtorim vymkly z rukou.... Pan
Dolej$i viak vidi situaci trosku jinak: masakr nebyl jen provokaci. byl zaroven smluvenym
signdlem. 'Po ném byla iniciativa okamzite pfedana Charté 77 - to dokazuje. Ze v pfipravach byla
spoluprace’.”
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proved to be correct during the Velvet Revolution. Charter 77's policies and the
feadership of Vaclav Havel that did not support any violent acts against the
former Communist Government prevented a bloody suppression of the Velvet
Revolution. Therefore. the accusation that Charter 77 cooperated with the

Communists at that time was unfounded.

The most plausible supposition Dolejsi's and other opponent’s attacks against
Charter 77 during 1990 and after is. that they were trying to discredit the
Left-oriented politicians prior to the June 1990 elections. Their accusations

would politically help the emerging Right Wing opposition:

This disinformation fable. which less informed people could easily
believe. was exactly timed during the period of a campaign against
the so called Left. in which the Right wing extremist included
'sixty-eighters’*’* and the Socialist believers of all kinds. It is not an
accident that this 'document’ included the names: Ji¢insky, List.
Sabata, Uhl, Jan Ruml, Rychetsky. Pithart. Meciar. Dienstbier,
Urban. Havel's family completely. Palous. Kantlrek, Benda,
Zeman, but also Klaus and others. The document is directed at all
of those whao fought against Totalitarianism and who do not
demand anything other than the Democratic and plur

74 The ex-Communists who were dismissed from the Czechoslovak Communist Party after
August 1968.

'8 Vaclav Kraus. ap.cit. p.3. "Tahle desinformacni bachorka. jiz mohou méné informovani lide
docela snadno naletét. byla presné naéasovana v dobé rozjeté kampané proti takzvané levici. kam
pravicovy extremisté zahrnuji ‘osmasedesatniky’ i socialné smyslejici vSeho druhu. Neni nahodou.
ze v tomto 'dokumentu’ figuruji jména Jidinsky.List. Sabata. Uhl, Jan Ruml. Rychetsky. Pithart,

{0]
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The attacks against the Charter 77 signatories who. during the 1990's. were
either representatives of the Czechoslovak Government or politically involved.
were nothing more than the fabricated political assauits created by those who
were not in power. By implicating Charter 77 signatories with the former
Communist Government. the representatives of Extreme Right Wing ideoclogy
wanted to discredit members of the Czechoslovak dissent. who until then were
the major opposition force. The accusations which could be perceived by some
members of the Czechoslovak public as the truth could help the Extreme Right

politicians to gain both power and popular support.

The accusations. although untrue. were damaging for Charter 77. The public.
influenced by the charges, started to question Charter 77's intentions during the
Velvet Revolution and the ex-Communists role within Charter 77. Unable to fully
recover from the accusations and the growing political differentiations among the
signatories, Charter 77. as a whole, tried to clarify its purpose within the new
Czechoslovak society. The signatories who were singled out by the public
attacks against Charter 77 began to slowly drift away from Charter 77 activities.

back to their own private lives.

Mediar. Dienstbier. Urban. rodina Haviova kompletné. Palous, Kantirek. Benda. Zeman. ale i Klaus
a dalgi. Mifi v padstaté na véechny, ktefi bojovali proti totalité a ktefi neusiluji o nic jiného nez o
demokraticky puralitni systém, jaky zname z vyspélych zapadnich zemich. véetné svobodného
trhu. Ze do toho wétu byli zahrnuti i lidé ktefi levicové nikdy nesmysleli? Co na tom? Byli v Charte
fizené KGB a dalSimi svétovymi rozvédkami!”
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The Last Days

When Charter 77 was founded in 1977. nobody. predicted that the Communist
regime of Czechosiovakia could ever be defeated. There were no plans. no
thoughts of what might happen should Communism in Czechoslovakia be
terminated and replaced by Democracy. By 1989 this dream emerged and
many saw the potential of it becoming a reality. For many signatories. the defeat
of the Communist supremacy raised questions: What to do with Charter 777

How do we continue our activities in a free Democratic state?

Following the November 17. 1989 students’' demonstration. many Charter 77
signatories. besides being involved in the building of new a Czechoslovak
system, had to decide what Charter 77's next activities would be. The Team of
Charter 77 Spokespersons met on December 16, 1989 to discuss possible

aspects for Charter 77's future:

During the Team of Charter 77 Spokespersons meeting, it was
decided, that Charter 77 would continue its activities because there
would be continuous infractions of Human Rights even in the
Democratic society. Equally important was. for some of the
present spokespersons, the security of social rights for the
members of the present bureaucratic system. for example the
members of the State Police remained a concemn. During the
meeting a working group was established that should develop a
new Charter 77 document. This document would formulate an
interpretation of Charter 77 work and outline Charter 77
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perspectives and important tasks.'’®

For many signatories the continuation of Charter 77 activities was important
mainly during the immediate period following the November 1989 demonstration.
But in the following months with the development of the Czechosliovak political

structure the future of Charter 77 was evidently not as clear by the end of 1989.

In March 1990 Information Service (Informacni Servis) published an article by
Jan Ruml under the title "What to do with Charter 77? The Future of the Most
Important Public Initiative of Czechoslovakia Remains a Mystery".'”” His article
was published prior to the first general assembily of Charter 77 signatories. The
assembly that should include for the first time all of Charter 77 signatories was to
be held on March 18. 1980. Jan Rumi. in his article. outlined not only his
concerns regarding Charter 77 survival in the Democratic Czechoslovakia, but

also the premise that supported the need for an association such as Charter 77:

It 1s abvious: the current predicament is supporting earlier
forecasts. that Charter 77. which was artificially held together by

'8 * Jednani kolektivu miuvéich Charty 77". VIA PRAHA OS (Informaéni servis
Vychodoevropske Informacéni Agentury). 17.12.1989. p. 2. "Z rozpravy na zasedani kolektivu
miuvéich vyplinulo. Ze Charta 77 bude ve své éinnosti pokracavat. nebot” k porusovani lidskych
prav bude dochazet i vdemokratickém spoleCenském uspofddani. Jako aktuaini se v tomto
smyslu jevila nékterym ucastnikim zasedéni obrana socialnich prav pfislusnik dosavadnich
byrokratickych struktur. napf. prisiusniki StB. Na zasedani vznikla pracovni skupina. ktera vytvori
navrh nového dokumentu Charty 77. v némz by mél byt znovu formulovéan smys! prace Charty 77.
pojednani o jejich perspektivach a aktualnich ukolech”.

"7 *Ca s Chartou 7772 Budoucnost nejvyznameijsi Obéanské iniciativy Ceskoslovenska zistava
otazkou".
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the totalitarian State Police repressions, would still have its
importance. but the miracle of the signatories' solidarity. which
helped Charter 77 to survive. would be dismantled. Due to these
facts it is vital to understand that the Charter 77 solidarity did not
function solely because of pressure by the system. It was based
on a singular idea of morality against the ideology of immorality.
This idea was the main motto for a collective tolerance. deference
and theﬂgbility to fathom the persecutions of others as your own
demur.

Regarding the concept of Charter 77 remaining active or the need for a similar

organization Jan Ruml speculated:

The situation of an outside freedom. in which we due to our
exertions belong, does not negate the concept of Charter 77....
We are starting again from almost nothing. Being influenced by
the recent past. Charter 77 continues to address us with its
preceding inexorable and incorruptible voice. which informs us
about our own responsibility as a human being for him/herself and
other things.... If a person does not want to be only an awkward
part of History. he/she must continuously enmesh him/herself with
something. Within Charter 77 every person has an opportunity to
comprehend this idea.'’®

78 Jan Ruml. "Co s Chartou 777?: Budoucnost nejvyznameéjsi Obéanské iniciativy
Ceskoslovenska zustava otazkou”. Informacni servis. No.50. 6.3.-13.3. 1990. p.2. " Jedno je jisté:
skute¢nost svédéi hlasiim, které predpovédély ze policejni represi totalitniho statu uméle
stmelovana Charta 77 sice neztrati své opodstatnéni. ze se vSak rozpadne mnohdy az zazracna
pospolitost signatafl. jez umoznila Charté vSechno prezit. Zde je nutne si uvédomit ze solidarita
uvnitr Charty 77 nefungovala pouze viivem tlaku systému. Byla to spoleéné sdilena idea mravnost
oproti ideologii nemravnosti, jez byla hiavnim motivem pro vzajemnou toleranci. tctu a schopnost
povaZovat pronasledovani druhého za viastni gjmu.”

'™ Jbid. "Situace vnéjsi svobody. v niZ jsme se také viastnim pricinénim octli. mysienku Charty
77 bezprostfedné neakcentuje.... Zaéiname jako by znovu a zniéeho. A jak na nas dycha prave
uplinula epocha. hovofi Charta 77 svym dfivejSim neuprosnym a nepodplatitelnym hlasem,
upozornujicim na odpovédnost éloveka za sebe sama i za véci jiné.... Nechce-li Clovek byt pouze
jejich [dé&jin] trapnym pfibéhem. musi neustale sam sebe necim presahovat. Charta 77 byla a
pofad jeste je prilezitosti. aby si to uvédomil.”
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The question regarding Charter 77 survival continued to tease the minds of
Charter 77 signatories throughout Charter 77 last years of its existence. At the
beginning of the Czechoslovak new political system. Charter 77 did not lose its
original importance as a watch dog over paolitical decisions, but with the
increasing democratization of Czechoslovakia. its mandate could be seen as

obsolete.

The debates regarding Charter 77 continuance perpetuated until Charter 77
second general assembly in 1991. At this assembly Vaclav Havel expressed his
ceaseless support of Charter 77 survival: Perhaps. one day Charter 77 will be
the only thing to which the society will be able, due to its morai values, look up

to.'® FrantiSek Janouch explores Vaclav Havel's idea by the following:

In the societies that move from Totalitarianism to Democracy
various unpredictable events. occurrences and antitheses can
occur. It is important that we have a public association ready to
act.... The reason is that we, in Czechoslovakia, have black and
white ideas regarding Freedom and Democracy: we believe that
when we destroy the governing of one totalitarian government
everything will be wonderful. But everything is more complicated.
What was able to be accomplished in November 1989 does not
mean that this country does not need public independent
associations. On the contrary! Without them we can be swept to
a dead end street. Correctly stated we can move from

8 \yaclav Havel in Vaclav Slavik. "Charta 77. jak dai?". Rudé Pravo. Vol.1, No.53. 4.3.1991.
p.3. "mozna. ze jednou bude Charta to posledni. o co se bude moci spoleénost jako zachytny bod
téchto hodnot oprit.”
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Totalitarianism to Democracy and than back again.'®

The continuation of Charter 77 was. for many signatories a guarantee of a
demacratic process in Czechoslovakia. It would prevent the return of any kind

of totalitartanism

Some Charter 77 signatories believed that during the following years, Charter 77
should concentrate on the issues that were not included in its agenda prior
November 1989. Therefore Charter 77 had to refocus its initiatives towards the

issues'® that had resurfaced in Czechoslovakia after November 1989:

Not ali of our documents are published. Therefore there is some
kind of censorship. This is the reason why it is important to talk
about these things.... Before it was enough to focus on Human
Rights issues, but now the pinnacle of ideas and professionalism is
much higher.'®

' Jana Klusakova. "Hovofime s profesorem FrantiSkem Janouchem: Lecos je jijnak". Lidové
Noviny (Nedéini vydani). Vol. 4, No. 93. 20. 4. 1991. p.1. "Ve spolecnostech. které prechazeji od
totality k demokracii, mize dojit k rtiznym nenadalostem, pfihadam a zvratim. Je dullezité, aby
bylo Obéanské Hnuti, pfipravené zasahnout.... V Ceskoslovensku totiz mame o demokracii a
svobode éernobilou pfedstavu: doufame. Ze odbourame viadu jedné totalitni formace a vSechno
bude v pofadku. Je to oviem mnohem slozitdjSi. To. co se podarilo uskutecnit v listopadu 1989
neznamena. Ze tato zemé nepotfebuje nezavisié Obcanské splecnosti. Naopak! Bez nich se
mizeme znovu dostat na slepou kolej, odnékud tamtéz; presnéji feceno od totality k demokracti a

zpét.
2 The growing racism and discrimination against some parts of Czechoslovak society.

" Mirosiav Siska. "S Hanou Ponickou o Charté 77 a Cesko-Slovenskych vztazich: Je lepsi
vrabec v hrsti”. Rudé Pravo. Vol.1. No. 220. 20. 9. 1991. p.1. "Ne vSechny nase dokumenty jsou
prijimané a uvefejnované. Existuje tedy jista cenzura. coz je podkladem toho. Ze jsou véci které je
teba fikat.... Dfive viceméné stadilo oviadnout oblast lidskych prav, dnes lat"ka narokid na
odbormost stoupla.”
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To accomplish its tasks. Charter 77. according to Alena Hromadkova. had to

define its new identity:

It 1s a question of finding a new identity in this new era - for now |
can accurately point out only one: Charter 77 is an association of
people who battle under the circumstances that to others may
seem hopeless.'®

Alena Hromadkova saw Charter 77 new identity as its departure from "an
abstract Left oriented broadness” towards an increasingly positive capitalistic
dogmatism '®®* Therefore, some signatories believed that the continuity of
Charter 77 could be guaranteed only by its modernization by creating from
Charter77 a political body; the original Charter 77 purposes had become

irrelevant.

The problem of Charter 77's survival lingered throughout 1992. The signatories
interviews with magazine Listy , in 1992 outlined this constant problem. There
were two major camps among Charter 77 signatories. representing two

diametrically different ideas. Some of them, for example, Radim Palous and Jifi

'® Robert Dengler. "Zapasime s hlouposti. zlobou i sebou samymi: miuvéi Charty 77 Alena
Hromadkova o premahani zla v nas". Rudé Pravo. Vol.1. No. 257. 29.10.1991. p.3. "To je otazka
pro hledani nové identity v noveé dobé - zatim mohu se v§i rozhoanosti prohiasit jen jedno: i nadale
to [Charta 77] je z velké asti spoleéenstvi lidi bojujici v podminkach, jez se druhym zdaji byt
beznadéjne.”

'8 Alena Hromadkova. "Co s Chartou 77?". Studentske Listy. Vol. 2, No. 3. 1990. p 4.
"abstrakni levicové vagnosti.”
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Hajek. supported the idea of maintaining Charter 77. In their opinion Charter 77
should piay the role of a watchdog overseeing the Czechoslovak Government's
record regarding Human Rights. Other signatories, such as Ladislav Hejdanek
and Libuse Silhanova. believed that Charter 77 should cease its activities and
terminate its present existence. The political activities of some Charter 77
signatories could not. in some signatories perceptions. guarantee Charter 77

political independence in the same spirit as it had prior 1989.'%

As a result of this ongoing problem, Charter 77, in November 1992 published its
final document which was signed by all signatories from the period of

1987-1992. This document presented the cessation of Charter 77 active life:

Charter 77 - as an informal public association - ceased its historical
role. Some elements of its founding document, its free structure
and its way of functioning were designed to work in the totalitarian
system in which Charter 77 was born. This environment required a
specific character of public activities which is not applicable in the
free society. Because this we have decided to end Charter 77
existence. To maintain the Charter 77 legacy. we have named a
group of signatories: Rudolf Batték. Dana Némcova. and Jozef
Vohrizek [to act as the custodians of the Charter 77's ideas].'®”

The document stressed Charter 77 ideas and suggested that Charter 77

8 "Charta 77: Zda byt ¢i nebyt. a kdyz byt tak jak". Listy. Vol. XXIl. No.1.1982. pp. 6-16.

87 isty. Vol. XXil. No.6. 1992. p. 42. "Charta 77 - jako neformaini obéanska iniciativa - dohrala
svou historickou roli. Nékteré prvky jejiho zakladniho prohiaseni. jeji volna struktura a zpusob jeji
prace odpovidaly totiZ totalitnim poméram. ve kterych vznikla. Tyto poméry vyzadovaly specificky
a ve svobodnych podminkach nepouziteiny model vefejného plisobeni. Proto jsme se rozhodli
praci Charty 77 uzavfit. Péci o odkaz Charty 77 povéfujeme kolektiv mluvCich Rudolfa Battéka.
Danu Némcovou a Josefa Vohryzka.”
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signatories should continue to devote themselves to the Charter 77 legacy and

to sustaining Charter 77 presence in their everyday lives.

Although there were many factors that influenced Charter 77's final decision to
conclude its activities. both internally and externally. the internal problems
among the signatories played the most vital role in Charter 77 discord. Jifi
Vancéura summarized this idea in his speech at the Fourth Schwarzenberk
Assembly'® in September 1995. According to Vanéura, the combination of two
situations were the reasons for Charter 77 inability to continue its activities: (1)
the departure of key signatories from Charter 77 after November 1988 and (2)
the old Chapter 77 signatories’ failure to accept new signatories after November
19839'%.  In addition. the behaviour of Alena Hromadkova, one of the Charter 77
spokespersons during 1991-1992 period. was rejected when she tried to
redefine Charter 77 into a charitable organization for socially less fortunate
signatories. This was a signai of Charter 77's departure from its primary focus.
Therefore. "the final declination of Charter 77 was not accomplished by its
adversaries and enemies. but by the signatories themselves."'* In the end. the
inability of signatories to adjust to the new public demands. was the main reason

why Charter 77 signatories could not preserve and maintain an association

'*® The meeting of former dissidents named after the place where it was hold..

'8 They distrusted those who signed Charter 77 after November 1989.

% Jiri Vancura. "Pro IV schwarzenberské setkani”. The photocopy of original speech dor)ated
by Jifi Vanéura during my visit of The Czech Republic. September 1995. p. 11. "zévérgénv qpadek
Charty 77 nezpusobili jeji odplrci i nepfatelé, za ten mizeme pfedevsim my chartisté sami”.
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which helped to destroy the Communist supremacy in Czechoslovakia.

Even when Charter 77 discontinued its active life in its primal form. some of the
signatories continued their regular or irregular meetings. The difference was
that the meetings were rarely attended by all. but were divided. depending on
individual signatories relationships and sadly, their political beliefs.
Unfortunately. some of the signatories had grouped themselves around Peter
Cibulka. They rejected Charter 77 termination and tried to maintain the Charter
77 in some form. The main result was that Cibulka's Charter 77 have preserved
only the name. The prime goal of Cibulka has been to change his Charter 77
into a Right Wing organization that would bar ex-Communists from its
membership.'®" For the former Charter 77 signatories this has been a total
disgrace to Charter 77's legacy. Therefore, the majority of Charter 77

signatories disassociated themselves from Cibulka's Charter 77.

9 Jifi Vanéura. "My jsme Charta nova". Listy. Vol. XXIl. No. 3. 1993, p. 47.
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Chapter IV

The Cord

As in any association, Charter 77 activities, decisions and philosophy were
based on ideas of the most influential and experienced signatories. They were
able to formulate their opinions in procedures that were acceptable and
understandable by the majority of signatories. Later. their objectives become the
moral obligations of Charter 77 directives. The signatories who influenced
Charter 77 development the most ranged from a former Communist Jifi Hajek to

a philosopher Ladislav Hejdanek or anti-Communist Vaclav Benda.

Two men in Charter 77 legacy stand above them all. Professor Jan Patoéka and
the present President of The Czech Republic Vaclav Havel. Although Patocka's
presence in Charter 77 was short. due to his death as a result of police
interrogations. his philosophical and moral'®? values influenced Charter 77 for
the rest of its active life. Patocka's philosophical legacy together with Vaciav
Havel's personality and beliefs become the spinal cord of Charter 77 and
outlined Charter 77 philosophical and moral objectives that became Charter 77's
unwritten rules. Although Havel's continuous emphasis on moral and social

justice excluding militant anti-Government actions was criticized. it proved to be

192 His beliefs in moral and social justice of all citizens based on human equality without any
political oppression.

112




CHARTER 77: ITS STRUGGLE, PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

correct not only during Charter 77 active life. but mainly after November 198S
Taking a pro-militant role as was forwarded by the younger generation. Charter
77 would not have been able to survive the Communist Government oppression
and the Velvet Revolution would not have been occurred without human
sacrifices. The correctness of their approach carries Charter 77's legacy into the

present day.

Jan PatoCka was born on June 1. 1907. He died on March 3, 1977. He
graduated with a University Degree from Philosophy (Habilitation). His
World-wide and European importance grew mainly during the period after 1948
when he was for his beliefs and humanitarian thoughts dismissed from the
Charles University of Prague where he was lecturing. He was not reinstated to
professorship until 1968. In 1971 he was pressed to take unwanted retirement
from the University. He continued his lectures in privacy at the so called

Patocka's University until his death in 1977.'%

PatocCka's world-prestige is illustrated by the fact that in 1935 he was visited by
Edmund Husser! one of the leading European philosophers. Later, during the
1960's he was visited by Jean-Paul Sartre. His home University were meeting
places not only for the Czechoslovak students but also for people living aboard
"who now represent the entering European civilization". To recognize his

World-wide importance the University of Cachy presented Patocka in 1972 with

'R Vvilém Precan. ed.. Charter77. op.cit. p. 482.
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a Honorary PhD in absentia.'®

One of the most important parts of his life was during the last months before his
death. Atthe end of 1976 and the beginning of 1977. Patocka become one of
the vital founding fathers of Charter 77. His philosophical beliefs which
promoted "standards of Truth and Goodness. standards of authentic

humanity"'*® become the manifesto of Charter 77 for its entire active live.

According to Patocka, Charter 77 was an association of people who based their
beliefs on moral obligations to promote, without any political or personal gains,

Civil and Human Rights:

it means that the signatories do not act on the behaif of thewr own
interest. but from an onus, from an order. which is above any
political obligations and political rights and which is their real and
correct paradigm. The Charter 77 signatories do not claim a title to
any political offices and any unique amendments; they do not want
to be any moral authority or any 'conscience of society'. they do not
rise themselves above anybody and do not judge anybody: their
struggle aims only towards sheitering the purity of thought that
there is some higher authority and that they are obligated to it %X
their consciences and the various states by their signatures....’

%4 "Celym zivotem filosof". Listy. VoI XXIl. No. 2. 1992. p.12. "ktefi dnes representuji nastupujici
evropskeé civilizace”. p. 12.

'S ibid. p.12. "Groven Pravdy a Dobra. Uroven opravdového lidstvi™.

% jan Patocka . "O povinosti branit se proti bezpravi®. In Vilém Precan. Charta 77. op.cit.
p.33. “To znamena ze signatari nejednaji ze soukromého zajmu. nybrz z pouhé povinnost. z
prikazu, ktery stoji vyse nez politické zavazky a politicka prava a je jejich pravym. jediné
spolehlivym zakladem. Signatafi Charty 77 si nedélaji narok ani na politické funkce. ani na zviastni
prava, nechtéji byt Zadnou moraini autoritou, Zzadnym ‘svédomim spolecnosti’, nepovysujise nad
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The signatories should draw attention to the problems regarding the society and
to try to define possible solutions regarding the misconducts that violated the
basic Human and Civil Rights in Czechosiovakia. They should base their

judgments on their beliefs of Truth and Humanity.

Martin Palous summarized Patocka's philosophical ideas regarding Charter 77:

According to Patocka, there was only one thing which those who
decided to join the movement [Charter 77] agree upon: the
conviction that man as man is obligated to resist injustice and that
this obligation 'entails the responsibility to inform anyone about,
whatever. injustice to which an individual is subjected....' The only
'‘program’ of the Charter. in Patocka's view, was a kind of modern
version of classical Socratism: not to compete for political power or
undermine the criminal regime through clandestine operations. but
to bring truth. morality and virtue back into the corrupted and
ideologically empty public discourse....'¥’

Patocka's ‘Morai Justice'. which was above any political ambitions and which
was based on the social equality and tolerance of people. was in his lucidity the

only logical pattern that Charter 77 signatories should follow and promote.

After Patocka's death the moral obligation to follow his legacy rested upon

Charter 77 signatories. One of the most impartant personalities among Charter

nikoho a nikoho neodsuzuji, jejich usilovani sméfuje pouze k tomu, aby zachovali pri Zivoté a
gistoté védomi. ze takova vy3si autorita existuje a Ze jsou ji povinni svym svédomim a staty svymi
podpisy...."

%7 Martin Palous. "Evolution of Human Rights Groups: From Dissidence to Public Interest Law".
Czech Helsinki Committee. p.3. The photocopy of the original paper donated by Martin Palous
during my visit of the Czech Republic.
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77 signatories who decided to sustain. promote and develop Patocka's ideas
was Vaclav Havel. He was born on October 5. 1936. Between 1955-1957 he

studied in the Faculty of Economy at the Technical University of Prague.

After his military service in 1957 he worked as a stage technician at the Theatre
ABC in Prague. Later he became a theatre playwright and author. In 1966
Havel finished studies of drama at the Faculty of Academy of Musical Arts in
Prague. Since 1968 he was self employed as a writer and dramatist. During the
period 1968-1970 he was a Chairman of Club of Independent Writers. The first
time he was arrested and charged with subversion of the state was in 1969 when
he signed a document rejecting the process of normalization. Since 1970 he

was. for most of the time. employed as a labourer.

In 1976-1977 Havel was one of the founding fathers of Charter 77 and its first
signatory and spokesperson. For his activities he was many times interrogated
and imprisoned by the Czechoslovak authorities. Due to his many
imprisonments his health was weakened and he never fully recovered since. In
1998 Havel undertook a few surgeries due to his poor health. After November.
17 1989 he became active in the Civic Forum and was one of the key figures
who negotiated the political transformation in Czechoslovakia from Communism
to Democracy. On December 29.1989 he was elected the President of
Czechoslovakia and later after her division into two independent states of Czech

and Slovaks in December 1992. Havel was elected the President of The Czech
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Republic. He has served as President ever since. Havel holds many honorary
degrees from various Universities around the World and he was twice nominated

for the Nobel Peace Prize.'®#

During his mission as a Charter 77 signatory. Vaclav Havel continued the
anti-political policy of Charter 77 and promoted the dialogue approach with the
Communist Government instead of the more militant technique. His idea of
dialogue with the Communist Regime helped to protect not only Charter 77, but
also the Czechoslovak public from any possible militant repressions by
Czechoslovak authorities. Furthermore. his ideology of dialogue promoted
Humanitarian and Moral means and values needed to 'correct’ the totalitarian
system without rejecting the social values of tolerance and understanding on

which the society should be based.

In Havel's model society the citizens should play the most important role during
the decision making process. Only their moral values and virtue together with
humanity can guarantee their rights and social advantages. His disbelief that a

multi-political system can guarantee this is obvious in the following statement:

The political turn towards a real person | see as something more
important than the turn towards regular toois of Western (or in the
other words Bourgeois) Democracy. If in 1968 | believed that our
problems could be resolved be establishing some opposition party,

'% Martin Hodny, ed.. Ceskoslovensti politici, 1918/1991: Strucné Zvotopisy. M.Hodny: Praha.
1991. pp. 34-35.
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which would be able to publicly compete for the power with the
ruling party. | now know that this process is not as simple,
because no opposition party can on its own - as any new election
law - guarantee the socrety that it [society] would not became the
victim of a new rape.'®®

Havel's vision of a new social structure of society moved far beyond the

democratic structure of the Western World.

His 'post-Democratic society' of which Charter 77 was the first step was based

on ideas of existentialism:

The prospect of 'existentialist revolution’ is ... mainly a prospect of
‘moral revitalization of society' that means a radical renewal of
authentic individuals towards, what | [Havel] call 'a human order’
(which cannot be substituted by any political order). A new
experience of being; renewed and established in universality: a
newly granted ‘higher responsibility’. a newly founded interpersonal
relationship to another human being and towards the human
community: this is the path towards which we should incline to.2®

He continues to outline the importance of humanity instead of any kind of

" Vaclav Havel. Moc Bezmocnych. Lidové Noviny: Praha, 1990. p. 61. "Obrat politické
pozornosti ke konkretnimu éloveku vidim joko cosi podstatné hlubsiho nez je obrat k obvykiym
mechanizmim zapadni (anebo - chcete-li - burzoazni) demokracie. A jestli jsem si jeste v roce
1968 myslel, Ze se nas problém vyfesi zaloZenim néjaké opozicni strany, které bude umoznéno
vefejné soutezit o moc se stranou dosud viadnouci. pak uz davno vim, Ze tak snadno to vskutku
neptijde a ze zadna opozicni strana sama o sobé - tak jako Zadny novy volebni zakon sam o sobé
- nemGze garantavat spolecnosti. Ze se nestane brzy obéti néjakého nového znasilnéni.”

2 /bid. p.61. “Perspektiva ‘existencialni revoluce’ je ... predev$im perspektivou mravni
rekonstrukce spoleénosti . to znamena radikalni obnovy autentického vztahu ¢lovéka k tomu. co
jsem nazval 'lidskym fadem' (a co nemize byt suplovano zadnym fadem politickym). Nova
zkusenost byti; cbnovené zakotveni v univerzu; nové uchopena 'vy$si odpovédnost’; znovu
nalezeny vnitrni vztah k druhému ¢loveku a k lidské pospolitosti; to je zfejme smér, o ktery pajde.”
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political interactions. In his opinion. this should translate to a society that would
replace the needs for government institutions. The reguiar principies of control
and discipline would be replaced by " people's self-control and

self-obedience"

Havel's ideology based on moral values of Truth and Morality. similarly to
Patocka's own philosophy, continues to govern his life even during his

Presidency. In 1990 during his New Years Address to the Czechoslovak citizens

Havel, stated his hope:

Maybe you will ask about what kind of republic | dream. | can
answer to you: about a republic that will be independent. free.
democratic. about a republic that will economically prosper and at
the same time will be socially unbiased, in short about a humanistic
republic. which will serve people and therefore will have hope that
people will serve her. About a republic of multipurpose educated
people, because without them it is impossible to solve any of our
problems. Humanistic, economic. ecological. social and political.>%

He outlined the basis elements of his philosophy in the address to the members

of Parliament of The Czech Republic on February 23, 1993:

2 Ibid. p.62. "lidskou sebekontrolou a sebekazni”.

2 \siclav Preéan. ed.. Véclav Havel: Projevy. Leden-Cerven 1990. . Nakiadatelstvi VySehrad:
Praha. 1990. p.18. "mozna Ze se ptate. o jaké republice snim. Odpovim vam: o republice
samostatné. svobodneé. Demokratické. o republice hospodarsky prosperujici a zaroven sociainé
spravedlivé, zkratka o republice lidské. ktera slouzi clovéku, a proto ma nadéji. ze i Clovek
postouzi ji. O republice vSestranné vzdelanych lidi, protoZe bez nich nelze fesit Zadny z nasich
problemu. Lidskych. ekonomickych, ekologickych, socidlnich i politickych.”
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The theme of moral political objectives and basicaily humanistic
demeanor resurfaces in our history often. It can almost be said.
that it is one of our leading motives. The sense of gradual
self-responsibility towards objectives of humanistic society seems
to erupt from experiences that peaceful existence in our dimension
is impossible if there is not Peace around us. It was probably our
geopolitical locus that taught us not to only care for ourselves but
to foster in us a concept for moral political diameter. For Masaryk.
the ethic was a authentic base for Democracy; and not that long
ago it was Jan Patocka, who again prlorltlzed the political
importance of truth as a moral pinnacle.?®

Havel's ideas of Truth and Morality proved to be a sound vision during Charter
77 active life and continues to be the moral mirror of the Political actuality in the
present Czech Republic. Without his and Patocka's philosophical beliefs.
Charter 77 would not represent the moral values that make up Charter 77's

ultimate legacy.

23 \y4clav Havel. 1992 & 1993. Paseka: Praha, 1994. p. 5S5. "Téma mravnich vychodisek politiky
a viibec lidskeho konani se vynoruje v nasich déjinach ¢asto, dalo by se dokonce ric, Ze je jednim
z jejich vidéich motivi. Pocit zvySené spoluodpovédnosti za véci lidského splecenstvi zde mozna
prameni ze skusenosti, Ze pokojny Zivot v nasem prostoru je nemysliteiny, neni-li mir i kolem nas.
Zrejmé to tedy bylo samo nase geopolmcke postaveni, které nas naucilo nezajimat se jen o nas
samé a péstovalo v nas smys| pro mravni rozmeér politiky. Pro Masaryka byl eticky zaklad
democracie samoziejmosti a nedavno to byl Jan Patocka, kdo znovu zreflektoval politicky vyznam

pravdy iako veliéiny mravni.”
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Epilogue and Conclusion

When visiting The Czech Republic in 1996. | found that the hopes of creating a
perfect Democracy had not been achieved. The developing Democracy did not
erase the problems which were the focus of Charter 77 during its existence. The
growing problems of racial discrimination against the Romany (Gypsy) peopie
living in the Czech Republic and the lustration laws prohibiting the high ranking
Communists of the former Czechoslovak Communist Party from holding any
significant governmental posts were examples of the wrongly implemented

Democracy.

Because the new Democratic system failed to solve the increasing discrimination
and social problems of the Czech society, The Czech Republic needs a public
association similar to Charter 77. Founded on the non-political principles by
people with diverse political views. Charter 77 guaranteed nonpartisan, sound
criticism of political mismanagement by the former Communist Government. The
non-political principles of Charter 77, supported by the majority of its signatories.
were crucial for conducting its activities effectively. In the pluralistic society
which was born after November 1989 an association based on the same
principles would help define the problems that the society has encountered. [t
would undertake the same functions as groups such as The Canadian Civii

Liberation Association and the Manitoba Association of Rights and Liberties.
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Charter 77 was found in January 1977 as a direct result of Czechoslovak
Government totalitarian practices when dealing with Human and Civic Rights of
its citizens. Although the International Treaty on Human and Civic Rights was
incorporated into the Czechoslovak Constitution. the Communist Government
practices were far from those that were expected by ordinary citizens.
Disappointed with the Czechosiovak Government implementation of Human
Rights, a group of Czechoslovak citizens decided to form an independent
non-political association which would observe Czechoslovak Government
records on the Civic and Human Rights. The association had no formal
membership. The affiliation with Charter 77 was based on signing various
documents that Charter 77 published during its active life. The signatories
belonged to various political trends. from former Communists. who were
dismissed from the Czechoslovak Communist Party after the Warsaw Pact
invasion in 1968. to intellectuals. representatives of the underground,
anti-Communists and others. To avoid conflict among the signatories Charter 77
chose non-political and non-militant approaches when dealing with the
Czechoslovak Government. To be able to arrive at consensus. Charter 77
established, from various Charter 77 political fractions, the Core of Charter 77
Signatories. In addition. three spokespersons from former Communist,
intellectuals and the underground were chaosen each year to represent Charter
77. They. together with former spokespersons. were the Core of Charter 77.
Immediately after its establishment Charter 77 was attacked by the

Czechoslovak authorities and its signatories were imprisoned and interrogated




CHARTER 77: ITS STRUGGLE, PROBLEMS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS RICHARD PESIK

by the Czechoslovak police. Nevertheless. Charter 77 was able to survive until
the final encounter with Communism and become one of the most important

dissident groups in Czechoslovakia.

Unfortunately Charter 77 was unable to survive in the post-Communist Czech
Republic due to the immaturity of some signatories who, although they could
function without any political prejudice during Charter 77's active life. could not
respect the differences within a political pluralistic society. Due to their inability
to evolve they were unable to adjust themselves to the rapid political changes
and to understand the problems that were presented to Charter 77 after 1989: to
accept post-1989 signatories and to develop new perspectives that would reflect
the needs of a Democratic society. A revitalized Charter 77 should reflect its
primary mission and try to ignore political differences among signatories. But
the growing desire of some signatories to advance themselves politically and the
contrasting lack of interest of others to remain active destroyed the pluralistic
law of political tolerance within Charter 77. The Charter 77 signatories
foreseeing these problems had no other choice than to abolish Charter 77's
active life, before more dramatic changes in its structure woula lead to its

politicization.

Charter 77 encountered similar difficulties prior 1989 however the political
tolerance among the Charter 77 signatories members helped Charter 77

overcome these problems to accomplish its main mission - the criticism of
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Czechoslovak Communist Government's poor record regarding Human Rights.
As the political changes in the Soviet Union and the Eastern Bloc after 1985
slowly undermined the power of the Communist Government new bolder political
forces started to emerge. The friction among the ex-Communists signatories
and non-Communists signatories inhibited many of Charter 77 decision
processes. The signatories were able to overcome these problems to become a
major leading force of the Czechoslovak dissent because of the need to continue
their task of forcing the Czechoslovak Communist Government from power after

the student demonstration on November 17. 1989.

Prior to 1989. Charter 77 had to deal with its isolation from the rest of the
Czechosiovak society due to the Czechoslovak institutional pressure. To
eliminate the threat of becoming a Ghetto cuiture, Charter 77 tried to open itself
to the public by introducing the idea of "parallel communities”. The concept of
individual communities were appealing to intellectually or culturally educated
individuals who were not Charter 77 signatories and this opened Charter 77 to a
larger public. In addition. the so called Generation problem within Charter 77
during the second half of the 1980's put pressure on Charter 77 to act more
aggressively than before. As a result of this new influx, Charter 77 become more
publicly active during the late 1980's. The increase of public activity helped

Charter 77 to overcome its isolation without compromising its non-political policy.
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After the student demonstration on November 17, 1989 Charter 77 became
active in the democratization process of Czechoslovakia. Together with other
independent assaciations. Charter 77 established the Civic Forum which
become the main political force dealing with the Communist regime during the
Velvet Revolution. After the dismissal of the Communist Government, many
signatories were elevated to strong political positions in the new Czechoslovak
Government. Charter 77's leading figure, Vaclav Havel became the President of
Czechoslovakia. Some signatories, however, chose to continue their
non-political support of Charter 77's mission so as to shed light on political
mishaps. like watchdogs. during the era of democratization. The growing
political differences among the signatories and the public misconceptions of
Charter 77 mission and its activities prior November 1989 created fatal issues
for Charter 77. Unable to fully cope with these problems or to define a new role.
Charter 77 ceased its activity in November 1992. Although new associations
similar to Charter 77 were established in The Czech Republic none of them were

of the same caliber as Charter 77.

During my Czech visit in 1996 | asked the Charter 77 signatories®® about their
perspectives of Charter 77 in 1996 and the need for a similar association. Only
a few. more for nostalgia than reason. believed that Charter 77 would have a

role in The Czech Republic today. The majority stressed the idea that an

2« Because Charter 77 was not a organization it could never be officially discontinued . therefore the
Charter 77 signatories stay the signatornes forever.
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association like Charter 77 would be obsolete in the present Czech Republic.
They believed that HOS and the new organizations, that were established after
November 1983. such as Czech Helsinki Committee and the Movement
Protecting Freedom and Tolerance together with political parties can execute an

equal or improved mission than Charter 77 2

Regrettably. Charter 77 became a victim of its own structure. Founded on
Professor Patocka's philosophical beliefs of political tolerance and social justice
that were later perfected, after his death. by Vaclav Havel's humanistic
non-political policy. Charter 77 could not survive political. sociological and
economical competitiveness which was introduced by the reborn Capitalist
society. In fact, the new political structure was alien to the majority of the
signatories because they never lived in a Capitalist - Democratic system or were
too young to internalize the Czechoslovakia Democratic period before
Communism. Their lack of experience with a muiti-party system became more
evident during the politicai careers of some signatories. In some instances. their
political immaturity and lack of experience with economic competition developed
into a dissatisfaction with politics. Living no more among the people who were
able to tolerate and to accept the variety of political views. the signatories were

unable to make united decisions which were vital for Charter 77 survival.

23 The Collections of Interviews and Questionnaires in the author's possession.
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The signatories’ political virtue seemed to be dangerous to those who criticized
Charter 77. Some criticism could be based on the genuine anti-Communist
beliefs. where for others the motives were to discredit Charter 77 in order to
make personal political and economical gains. To accomplish their task. they
condemned Charter 77's acceptance of political pluralism that allowed the
ex-Communists to be Charter 77 signatories. Some of them viewed the
presence of ex-Communists as collaboration between Charter 77 and the former
Communist Government. These attacks, combined with some signatories’
growing political discontent with Charter 77 non-political policy made it

impossible for Charter 77 to continue its activity after 1992.

Nevertheless. Charter 77 will remain one of the foremost dissident forces in The
Czech Republic (Czechosiovakia) history because of its role in bringing down
the Czechoslovak Communists' supremacy. The political changes which were
introduced by Gorbachev in the Soviet Union that spread to Eastern Europe
could not on their own fully and expeditiously deliver the necessary political
changes in Czechoslovakia. Charter 77, owing to its previous activities and
international and domestic importance. was able to provide mediation between
the Communist Government and anti-Government dissidents’ associations.
Charter 77 was able to provide new political figures. from its signatories., who
were needed after November 1989. Without these leaders' experiences with
Charter 77 the poiitical situation in Czechoslovakia during the Velvet Revolution

might have been violent. Their passive non-political approach of dialogue
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prevented possible bloodshed during the Velvet Revolution and allowed a

smooth transition of the Communist system.

At the end. those who were involved with Charter 77 as signatories or as citizens

of The Czech Republic should remember the Charter 77 message:

Retain Charter 77 within ourselves and within our neighbourhood
as a moral legacy, that 1s not weakened by everyday politics, and
remains as a solution in the instance that Human Rights may be
trampled again. This has not happen yet. so we must do
everything possible to keep it this way. Therefore, everybody
shouid enforce and fight for these principles with the help of an
organization that is closest to his/her beliefs. %

For the signatories. there are memaories of their endless struggle and
cooperation with strangers who become friends regardiess of their political
beliefs. Presently, many are unwilling to communicate with each other. hindered
by the political differences that once bonded them. Nevertheless, they are
forever connected through their past. It remains that they are morally

responsibie to continue the Charter 77 legacy in their daily lives.

& Jifina Siklova. "Uchovejme Chartu v sobé”. Listy. Vol. XXII, No. 2 .1882. p.9. "Uchovejme v
sobé a ve svém okoli Chartu 77 jako mordélni odkaz. ktery neni kazdodenni politikou oslabovan. a
jako postup a feseni pro pfipad, ze zde budou znovu posiapavana lidska prava. Zatim to neni, a
snazme se. aby k tomu jiz nikdy nedoslo. Tyto zasady at” kazdy prosazuje a bojuje za né v takové
organizaci, kterd je mu nazorové nejblizsi.”
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Appendix |

The Brief Biography of interviewed Charter 77 Signatories®”’

Rudolf Batték

Born in 1924 in Bratisiava to Czech parents; 1932-1939 lived in Banska Bistrica:
1939 after the founding of the independent Slovak Republic his family was
moved to Prague: 1943 finished his apprenticeship as a mechanic; at the end of
the war participated in the anti-Nazi movement: 1952 graduated from the
University and began working as an economist; 1958 for his refusal to
participate during the Parliamentary elections dismissed from his job and
employed as a mechanic in SONP Kladno; 1965 reinstated as a specialist in the
Department of Sociology CSAV: 1968 he was one of the founders of KAN (Club
of engaged non-Party members); elected to the Czech National Councii; 1969
for his participation in so called petition "Ten points' divested of his parliamentary
immunity and arrested; 1971 imprisoned: 1972 imprisoned for three and half
years; December 1876 and January 1977 one of the founding signatories of
Charter 77: 1980 a Charter 77 spokesperson: 1981 sentenced to seven and half
years which was later reduced to five and half years: 1988 the founding member
of HOS; 1989 signed the first manifest of the Civic Forum; 1990 elected as a

representative of the Civic Forum into the Federal Assembly; 1992 left the

7 Not alt interviewed signatories are included due to the lack of information.
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parliamentary position: 1994 elected as a Chairperson of the European
Movement in the Czech Republic; 1996 he was a candidate to the Senate of The

Czech Republic: he was never a member of the Czechoslovak Communist Party.

Jarmila Bélikova

A Charter 77 signatory since January 1977 imprisoned for seven months: she
was never a member of the Czechoslovak Communist Party; prior the Velvet
Revolution worked as a social curator; involved in VONS: 1990 worked on a

documentary for the Original Video Journal; 1996 employed as a psychologist.

Vaclav Benda

Born in 1946 philosopher and mathematician: Doctor of Philosophy:; until 1977
worked as a programmer: February 1. 1977 became a Charter 77 signatory:
April 24, 1977 one of the founding members of VONS (Committee for the
Defence of the Unjustly Prosecuted); 1979 a spokesperson of Charter 77; 1979
imprisoned for four years; 1984-1985 a Charter 77 spokesperson; he was never
a member of the Czechoslovak Communist Party: 1989 the member of the Civic
Forum: 1989 a founding member of KDS (Christian Democratic Party): 1989
elected as a deputy to Czechoslovak Federal Assembly; working as an editor of
philosophical journal PARAF; 1990 elected as a leader of Christian Democratic

Party; presently works as a Director of Institute of Documentation and
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Investigation of Crimes of Communism: 1996 a member of ODS (Public

Democratic Party); has an honorary Doctorate.

John Bok

He was never a member of the Czechoslovak Communist Party; March 1977 a
Charter 77 signatory; work as locomotive engineer, self employed; interrogated;
imprisoned for three weeks; imprisoned in November 1989 for five days; a
Charter 77 active signatory; after the Velvet Revolution a close associate of
Vaclav Havel: 1990 a candidate of HOS to the Czechoslovak Federal Assembly:
1989 a member of the Civic Forum - Transnational Party; 1996 a technical

manager. 1996 a civic activist.

Milos Hajek

Born 1931: a historian: for his involvement in the anti-Nazi movement sentenced
by the Nazi to death: a PhD in philosophy, habilitation: 1341-1970 a member of
the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia; 1968 a Director of Institute for History
of Socialism; 1968 a deputy of Vysocansky Congress of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia: 1970 dismissed from the Communist Party, lost his job: January
1. 1977 a Charter 77 signatory' 1988-1989 a Charter 77 spokesperson: 1988 a
founding member of OBRODA; interrogated by the Czechoslovak police for hus

activities: 1989 a member of the Civic Forum- OBRODA; 1989 a Chairman of
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OBRODA: involved in integration of OBRODA into CSSD (Czech Social

Demacratic Party); 1996 a member of CSSD: pensioner-historian.

Dana Némcova

Bom in 1934: graduated from the University; psychologist: 1976 dismissed from
her employment for her support of discriminated musicians: January 1. 1977 a
Charter 77 signatory; a VONS member since 1978:; worked as a cleaning lady
and caretaker; 1979 for her activities in VONS sentenced for two years with a
probation: 1989-1990 a Charter 77 spokesperson. imprisoned in January 1990
for 10 days: after the Velvet Revolution worked for the Czech Helsinki

Committee.

Martin Palous

Born 1950: 1974 a PhD in Natural Science; continued studies of philosophy:
until 1977 worked as a programmer: January 1. 1977 a Charter 77 signatory: he
was never a member of the Czechoslovak Communist Party; 1977-1980
employed as a stroker and cleaner; 1980 employed as a programmer;
1986-1987 a Charter 77 spokesperson; wrote semizdat essays in philosophy:

1989 a deputy of the Czechoslovak Federal Assembly;
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Petr Pithart

Born in 1941: graduated from the Faculty of Law at the Charles university in
Prague: 1960-1968 a member of the Czechoslovak Communist Party; 1962-1970
an assistant on the department of theory of state and law at the Faculty of Law.
Chartes University of Prague; 1966-1968 a Chairman of the interdisciplinary
committee; 1969 graduated at St. Antony's College in Oxford: 1968 dismissed
from the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia; 1970-1972 employed as a worker;
1977 a Charter 77 signatory: 1979-1989 semizdat writer; November
1989-February 1990 a member Coordinate Center of the Civic Forum; January
1990-June 1990 a deputy of Czechoslovak Federal Assembly; February
1990-June 1990 a vice-Chairman of Czechoslovak Government: June 1990 a
deputy of the Czech National Council: 19396 elected to The Czech Republic

Senate

Jifi Rumli

Born 1925; journalist; 1968 a Chairperson of the Journalist Union in Prague:
1945 a Czechoslovak Communist Party member:. 1869 dismissed from the
Communist Party; worked as a technician; January 1, 1977 a Charter 77
signatory; since 1977 employed as a worker; 1981-1982 imprisoned; 1984-1985
a Charter 77 spokesperson: October-November 1989 imprisoned: 1989 a

candidate of the Civic Forum; 1989 a chief of the editorial staff of Lidové Noviny:
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1990 a deputy of Czechoslovak Federal Assembly: presently a writer and

pensioner.

Libuse Silhanova

Born 1929: journalist and sociologist. a PhD in philosophy; until 1970 a member
of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia; after 1970 employed as a worker,
January 1, 1977 a Charter 77 signatory; 1987-1988 a Charter 77 spokesperson;
a member of VONS; 1990 a deputy of the Czechoslovak Federal Assembly:

Jaroslav Sabata

Born 1927 psychologist. a PhD in philosophy, habilitation in psychology; a
former docent at Purkyné University, Brno; a member of the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia: a regional Party functionary; 1968 a District Chairperson of
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia Committee. Brno: 1969 expelled from the
Party: since 1969 worked as a worker; 1971 sentenced to six and half years;
1976 released on a probation; January 1, 1977 a Charter 77 signatory: a Charter
77 spokesperson 1978. 1981-82. 1987-1987: 1978-1980 imprisoned: a VONS
member; semizdat writer; 1990 a deputy of the Czechoslovak Federal

Assembly.

Jan Stemn
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Born 1924: journalist and publicist. University diploma in philosophy and history:
a member of The Communist Party of Czechoslovakia; 1969 dismissed from the
Communist Party: since 1968 worked as a worker: a Charter 77 signatory; 1986

-1987 a Charter 77 spokesperson: 1988 a founding member of HOS: presently

pensioner

Petruska Sustrova

Born 1947; publicist: studied philosophy: 1969-1971 imprisoned for her activities
in the group Movement of the Revolutionary Youths: worked as a post official:
could not finish her studies: she was never a member of the Czechoslovak
Communist Party; January 1, 1977 a Charter 77 signatory; 1977 a VONS
member: 1985-1986 a Charter 77 spokesperson.
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Appendix I}

Dotaznik°®

(Questionnaire)

'‘Charta 77: Boj, problémy a Vysledky’

'Charter 77: Struggle, Problems and Accomplishments’

Vazeny Pane/Pani:

Ddvad pro tento dotaznik je ziskani udajl potrebnych k ukonceni diplomove
prace z historie. Tato prace bude zaméfena na problémy v dobé trvani Charty
77 a na politické a zivotni uspéchy signatarll Charty 77 v soucastné ceskeé
spoleénosti. Zaméfenim se na obdobi trvani Charty 77 pred a po Sametove
Revoluci pomiiZze objastnit jestli jejich byvalé nazory a presvéd€eni spole¢né s
podepsanim Charty 77 oviivnuji jejich soucastny Zivot.

™8 | included a summary of some answers. The Questionnaire was distributed to pre-November 17. 1989
Charter 77 signatories. There was about 1,400 signatories prior the November 17, 1989. The Questionnaire
was distributed to 100 signatories. Twenty seven signatories returned the Questionnaire, 20 men and 7

women.
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Vyzkum je provadén ‘'master’ studentem panem Richardem Pesikem na
Manitobské Universite v Kanadé. VSechny informace ziskané za pomoci
dotazniku budou pouzité jen pro akademicke ucely. Dékuji vam pfedem za Vasi
spolupraci a pravdivost vasdich odpovédi. V dobé mé navstévy Ceské Republiky
béhem Gervence a srpna 1996 bych rad navstivil nékteré obdrzitele dotazniku a
uskuteénil s nimi rozhovor.

KdyzZ budete potfebovat vice mista pro Vase odpovédi na otazky, pouzijte
prosim Vas dalsi stranky.

Z akademickych dlvodu je dotaznik proveden v obou jazycich.

Dekuji Vam za Vasi spolupraci
Richard Pesik

Precteté si cely dotaznik nez zaCnete odpovidat na jednotlivé otazky.

Sir/Madam:
The purpose of this questionnaire is to obtain data needed to complete a
master's thesis in history. The thesis will focus on Charter 77 problems during

its active life and on political and socioeconomic accomplishments of Charter 77
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signatories in the present Czech society. The careful study of their lives prior
and after the Velvet Revoiution, will disclose whether they maintain their
previous beliefs. but also how their affiliation with Carter 77 influenced their
present lives.

The work will be conducted by a master's student Mr. Richard Pesik at the
University of Manitoba. All the information collected throughout this
questionnaire will be used for the academic purposes only. Your cooperation
and sincerity are greatly appreciated. The questionnaire may be followed by an
interview during my visit of the Czech Republic during July and August 1996.

If you need more space to answer the questions. please feel free to use
additional paper.

For academic purposes the questionnaire is prepared in both languages.

Thank you for your participation

Richard Pesik

Please read the whole questionnaire before you answer the individual questions.
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(Full name)

Zaméstnani: 13 pensioners, writers, professors, priests, others

(Occupation)

Soucastna politicka prisiusnost: 21 non, 1 DEU, 3 CSSD, 10DS, 1 SD-

(Present political affiliation) LSNS

Politicka pfiSlusnost tésne po roce 1989: 6 OF, 2 CSSD, 1KDS, 1 OF-
(Political affiliation shortly after 1989) OBRODA, 1LSD

Politicka prisiustnost pred rokem 1989: 1 Democratic Initiative,

(Political affiliation prior 1989) 1 OBRODA

Byl/a jste nékdy élenem Ceskoslovenské Komunistické Strany: 15

(Were you ever a member of the Communist party of Czechoslovakia)
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Jestlize ano. kdy a jak dloho: between 24 to 16 years

(If yes. when and for how long)

Kdy jste se zapojil do Charty 77: the end of 1976 till beginning of
(When did you join Charter 77) 1977

Jak dloho jste byl/a signatarem/kou Charty 77: never ended

(For how long were you a Charter 77 signatory)

Jaka byla Vase pozice v Charté 77: 7 spokespersons

(What was your position within Charter 77)

Byl/a jste uvéznén/a Ceskoslovenskymi Ufady za Vasi spolupraci s Chartou 77:
19 - imprisoned or interrogated

(Were you imprisoned by the Czechoslovak Government during your
participation in Charter 77)

Jestlize ano. kolikrat a jak dlouho jste byl/a uvéznén/a po kaZzdou dobu Vaseho
uvézneéni: varies from hours to days and years

(If yes, how many times and for how long each time of your imprisonment)
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Jaké byloly Vase zaméstnani pred Sametovou Revoluci: varies

(What was your accupation(s) prior the Velvet Revolution)

Jayy byl Vas mésiéni prijem pred Sametovou revoluci: varies

(What was your monthly income prior the Velvet revolution)

Zlepsila se Vase zivotni urovén po Sametové Revoluci: 18 - yes

(Has your standard of living improved after the Velvet Revolution)

Jestlize ano/ne. jak: varies

(If yes/no. which way)

Jaky je Vas souéastny mesicni pfijem [nemusite odpovédet]: varies

(What is your present monthly income [optional])

Jaka byla Vase politicka éinnost béhem Sametové Revoluce a béhem
nasledujiciho roku: 3 - none

(What were your political activities during the Velvet Revoiution and the
following year)
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Véfite ze lidska prava jsou zaruéena pro viechny obéany v soucastné Ceskeé
Republice: 11 no, 4 yes and no

(Do you believe that the Human Rights as they are outlined by the Constitution
are guaranteed to all citizens of the present Czech Republic)

Jestlize ano. jak: Constitution, political pluralism, etc.

(If yes. how)

Jestlize ne. proc: racial problems, Lustration law, not enforced and

(If no. why) followed, etc.

Vérite Ze organizace jako byla Charta 77 je potfebna v soucastné Ceskeé
Republice: 5 yes, 2 yes and no

(Do you believe that there is a need for an organization similar to Charter 77 in
the present Czech Republic)

Jestlize ano. pro¢: to outline and monitor problems in the present

(If yes. why) Czech Republic

Jestlize ne. proé: new organizations which can present better
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(if not, why) outcome were established since 1989; political
pluralism.
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