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T O T A L I T A R I A N T R A D I T I O N S I N C Z E C H P O L I T I C S 

Jan Holz er 

Prompted by Havelka's raising the question of a totalitarian epoch in the Bohemian 
lands after 1939, the author of the present contribution asks why communist rule 
was so easily established in Czechoslovakia. That this systém was indeed totalitar
ian he does not question. The fact that Czech society did not offer much of a 
resistance against communism and that its retrospective view of the communist era 
is not altogether negative is, according to Holzer, accounted for by a specifically 
Czech, traditional concept of politics. Holzer identifies a tendency (having emerged 
in the 19th Century) to conceive politics as the realization of certain moral and nation
al imperatives and to reject an openly negotiated compromise between conflicting 
social interests, favouring national unity instead. Moreover, Czech society twice -
after 1918 and after 1945/48 - radically altered its systém of values and perceptions. 
The author suggests a scientific, interdisciplinarian evaluation of Czech political tra
dition, arguing that there is no alternative way to prevent a return of totalitarian rule. 

T O T A L I T A R I A N I S M A N D P O S T - T O T A L I T A R I A N I S M 
I N T H E C Z E C H R E P U B L I C 

Milan Znoj /Jiří Koubek 

This contribtion traces the changing interpretations to which the concept of totali
tarianism was subject in their respective ideological contexts since its emergence in 
the 1920s. The authors make the point that if one discounts claims of a purely ideo
logical nature, only two periods in 20th-century Czech history were truly totalitar
ian: the "protectorate" (1939-1945) and the first years of communist rule from 1948 
to 1953. As regards the post-Stalinist communist period, they suggest that the con
cept of post-totalitarianism proposed by Juan Linz be applied. This would make it 
possible, on one hand, to distinguish between the goals the systém claimed to be 
putting into practice, and societal reality and thus to describe, for instance, the 
changing importance of ideology and mass mobilization. O n the other hand, this 
model offers a differentiated terminology for the early, mature, and ultimately the 
"frozen" stages of post-totalitarianism during the period of "normalization." 

T H E C O N C E P T O F T O T A L I T A R I A N I S M A N D 
I T S C H A N G E S I N T H E C O U R S E O F T H E 2 0 T H C E N T U R Y 

Clemens Vollnhals 

The term "totalitarianism" was coined in Italy by the Opposition against Mussolini's 
fascist dictatorship and used as a catchword in order to point out its novel nature. 
A second line of tradition aiming at conceptualizing the term was a consequence 
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of German social democratic forces taking issue with Lenin's bolshevist kind of 
dictatorship. From the mid-1930s onwards, the term came to be used in comparative 
analyses of fascism, national socialism, and communism. The classical definition of 
the concept of totalitarianism was then proposed by Carl J. Friedrich, who devised 
a paradigmatic list of criteria in 1953, whereas Hannah Arendt offered a rather his-
torical-philosophical approach. Both explanations have in common that they assess 
mass terror as a central factor, which means that, strictly speaking, developments in 
the Soviet Union after Stalin's death are not covered. More recent definitions empha-
size, however, the absolute preeminence of politics and total control as principál 
features of totalitarian rule. This makes it possible to distinguish between modern 
dictatorships based on ideology and authoritarian dictatorships. 

1 9 6 9 - 1 9 8 9 : D O W E L A C K A C O N C E P T , 
O R E R A T H E R T H E W I L L T O U N D E R S T A N D ? 

Petr Pithart 

The author is convinced that neither the term "totalitarian" nor the adjective "author
itarian" sufficiently describe Czechoslovakia after 1969. That Czech society did not 
know for certain how to classify the regime of "normalization" is interpreted not 
only as constituting a problém for the culture of recollection, but also as the cause 
for many wrong deeisions having been made eoncerning the future orientation of the 
transformation policy in the 1990s, with exponents of the thesis of a totalitarian re
gime supposing that the socialist statě had been excessively strong, and demanding that 
the scope of governmental action be considerably restricted, and with representa-
tives of the concept that following the "Prague Spring" there had been a rather author
itarian regime in Czechoslovakia underestimating, on the other hand, the degree to 
which societal structures had been destroyed. Both sides advocated economic trans
formation to be carried out as quickly as possible, with considerations of properly 
establishing the rule of law being neglected. That the rule of law was not put into 
practice made it possible for actors of the "gray" and black markets to maintain con
trol of their capital into the post-turnover time. They were even able to juridically 
safeguard their money, often even to augment it, which resulted in the trust of 
society in the new democracy being considerably damaged. 

S T A T E S O C I A L I S M WAS M O R E T H A N A P O L I T I C A L 
R E L A T I O N S H I P O F R U L E R S A N D S U B J E C T S 

Some remarks on a theoretical deficiency of the concept of totalitarianism 

Dieter Segert 

The author advocates that social and political history join forces in attempting to 
undertake research into statě socialist Systems. His central point is that focusing 
solely on the relationship between rulers and subjects, as has been typical for the 


