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In February of next year  Viclav Havelf ever, “the correctness of hrs belief that the

the offrce of Presrdent after_ transition from the Cornmumst regrme toa
democratrc system ‘muist be contmual and
smooth (“velvety” at all possrble wrll be
the: subJect of debate i Czech modern kus-
~tory-for. decades tocome. LR

the very notion of Czech statehood in thek :

post Communrst era of democracy burld—. Havel is entirely correct when he points

out that the Commumst regrme still had all
of the instruments of power at its’ dtsposal :
-during the ﬁrst phases of the Velvet Revolu-
tion and that an aggressive move on the part
of Civic Foruim could have Jed to a counter-
reaction. The questron ‘Temains. whether or
not this “soft” " approach was necessary even -
after the first free electionsin 1990. = - .

- By that time Havel, as he hrmself pom,
out, could not drrectly influence affairs
‘because more or less. standard democratrc L
decision- makrng mechanrsms had als

- ready been . 1ntroduced Nevertheless his.
‘indirect influence remamed substantral 7
‘His naming of the Communist apparatchrk
:kOf CzeCh society. " Marian Calfa as Prime Mmrster remains
V_éclav Havel is also a_ presentatrve‘f a controversral decision. :

'v,r of one 1mportant branch i in contemporary - © Viclay Havel later played an ‘1mportant i

theory on democracy. Thrs branch, known ° . role in the drscussrons concerning the law
o ation (checking: for ollab'

as’ commumtarrsm” is based on thef
'convrctlon that democracy cannot alone -
} rely on hberal political mechamsms and "
_mdrvrdual freedom but also requrres'
~an active cmzenry An 1mportant role in.
‘fcommumtarrstrc thought is’ prlayed byg
_clvic virtue,-i.e. the erhngness of cr- :Z

even capable of comprehendmg the -'fact
that thrs w111 not be an ordmary changmg'

rsocrety S 1dent1ty ;
Vaclav Havel ha

~tied to “dehberahve democrac
“mocracy based ‘on discussions leading ‘to-
“a search for consensus Havel ‘whether he
- is aware of i r,not is a representatrve of
f_dehberatrve jlemo : :

;‘??Havel has always drverged from his poh;
- tical 1 rival Vaclav Klaus, who is supporter
“of the liberal model of democracy :

Domestic political legacy

Vaclav Havel S most 1mp0rtant poht-
1ca1 legacy is probably s support for the,

arned that pohtrcal partres
se the1r support on a civil
g 1nsprratron from it,
ntemally and eventually
uthoritarian in nature. Political

evelopments _have unfortunately proved‘

‘Have did play an unportant role in‘the
;early phase’  of fi rmatron of democratrc
“political institutions and “procedures. ] How-




