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Editorial

D as drohende Auseinanderbre-
chen der Européischen Union,
der Vertrauensverlust in demokra-
tische Institutionen, das Nahever-
haltnis von Politik und Wirtschaft
in Russland und der Vormarsch
rechtsradikaler Parteien in der Uk-
raine — dies sind die Schwerpunkt-
themen der 111. Ausgabe der twm-
post. Die Redaktionsarbeit — wie die
Arbeit des gesamten Instituts — wur-
den von einem ebenso traurigen wie
unerwarteten Ereignis tiberschattet,
dem ein weiterer Schwerpunkt die-
ser Ausgabe gewidmet ist. Krzysztof
Michalski, Grinder und Rektor des
IWM, verstarb am 11. Februar 2013
im Alter von 64 Jahren in Wien. Er
wurde am 22. Februar in Warschau
beigesetzt. In Wien nahmen am 5.
April seine Freunde und Kollegen
im Rahmen einer akademischen
Trauerfeier von ihm Abschied. Der
Mittelteil dieser Ausgabe versam-
melt ausgewdhlte Nachrufe sowie
einige personliche Erinnerungen
von Freunden und Wegbegleitern.
Wir mochten diese Gelegenheit
auch nutzen, um uns fur die zahl-
reichen Beileids- und Solidaritats-
bekundungen zu bedanken, die wir
erhalten haben! Gleichzeitig bitten
wir um Verstindnis, dass an dieser
Stelle nur eine Auswahl veroftent-
licht werden kann. Eine vollstandi-
ge Sammlung befindet sich auf un-
serer Website.

Nach dem Tod seines Rektors
vollzieht das twm nun einen Gene-
rationswechsel. Die soliden Struktu-
ren der Institution, die langjahrige
Erfahrung des Kollegiums und der
Mitarbeiter, das weltweite Netzwerk
der Freunde und Forderer gewéhr-
leisten einen sicheren Ubergang in
die Zukunft - eine Zukunft, in der
die Ziele, Werte und die Arbeit des
1wM nicht weniger bedeutsam sein
werden als in der Vergangenheit. In
der Phase des Ubergangs wird das
IWM von seinem Prasidenten, Die-
ter Simon, gemeinsam mit dem Di-
rektorium und in Zusammenarbeit
mit dem Kollegium und den Insti-
tutsgremien geleitet. Das Direktori-
um, bestehend aus Michael Sandel
(Professor of Government, Harvard
University; Mitglied des Wissen-
schaftlichen Beirats des twM) und
Cornelia Klinger (Professorin fiir
Philosophie, Universitat Tiibingen;
wM Permanent Fellow), wurde im
Mai 2013 formell berufen. <

red

he (dis)integration of the Eu-

ropean Union, the loss of con-
fidence in democratic institutions,
the close interlinking of power and
business in Russia and the Ukrainian
Extreme Right—these are the focal
themes of twmpost 111. Work on this
issue—indeed the work of the whole
Institute—were overshadowed, how-
ever, by a sad and unexpected event,
to which we devote an additional sec-
tion. Krzysztof Michalski, founder
and Rector of the twm, passed away
in Vienna on February 11, 2013, at
the age of 64. He was buried in War-
saw on February 22. His work and
memory were celebrated at an aca-
demic Commemoration Ceremony
in Vienna on April 5. This edition
brings together selected obituaries
as well as some personal recollec-
tions by friends and companions.
We would like to use this opportu-
nity to express our gratitude for the
numerous condolences and expres-
sions of solidarity we received. Due
to spatial restrictions, we can only
publish a selection in this issue, but
a full list of all condolences is avail-
able on our website.

In the wake of the death of its
founding Rector, the twMm is now in
the process of a generational change.
The solid fabric of the institution, the
long-standing experience of its Per-
manent Fellows and staff, the world-
wide network of friends and partners
will ensure a safe transition into the
future—where the aims, values, and
activities of the twm will be of no less
importance than in the past. During
this phase of transition, the twm will
be led by its President, Dieter Simon,
together with its Board of Directors
and in cooperation with its Perma-
nent Fellows and advisory bodies.
The Board of Directors, consisting
of Michael Sandel (Professor of Gov-
ernment, Harvard University; mem-
ber of the twm Academic Advisory
Board) and Cornelia Klinger (Pro-
fessor of Philosophy, Tiibingen Uni-
versity; wM Permanent Fellow), was
formally appointed in May 2013. <
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Europa Regina
The representation of “Europa Regina” or Queen of
Europe, was first drawn by Jonannes Bucius in 1537.
This simplified version appeared in several editions of
Munster's Cosmography from 1580 onwards. West is
shown at the top with Spain forming the crown and
head, France the neck and bust, Italy the left arm and
*  Denmark the right arm holding a scepter with Britain
as the flag. The remainder of the figure is a flowing
robe with Greece and Russia at the feet
(www.map-fair.com)
= BUNTING, Heinrich: Europa primi pars terrae in forma
Virginis, Magdeburg 1581

NO. 111 + SEPTEMBER 2012 — APRIL 2013



IWMpost

CONFERENCE: THE POLITICAL LOGICS OF DISINTEGRATION

Integration, Counter-Integration,
Disintegration

BY TIMOTHY SNYDER

How did the Habsburg Monarchy deal with the problem of nationalism? Which policies of integration prevented the empire from falling apart?

And what conclusions should the European Union draw out of that Habsburg experience? These were the central questions Timothy Snyder posed

at the Conference on The Political Logics of DisIntegration.

what kept the Habsburg Mon-

archy together, a word about
what actually brought it apart, and
a word about what this might mean
for the European Union. This has to
be a bit of a counter-propaganda ef-
fort, because in general there is in
Western Europe, in Central Europe,
and in the West as a whole, the sense
that the Habsburg Monarchy was
doomed, that it had inherent flaws,
that it had to collapse. This sort of
thinking arose, on the one hand, as
a result of the fact that Britain, the
United States and France won World
War 1and, on the other, because the
Habsburgs were an enemy, although
it wasn't really clear exactly why they

Iam going to say a word about

were an enemy. Therefore we have
a guilty sense of triumphalism with
respect to the Habsburg Monarchy,
which led us to the sentiment that
the Habsburg monarchs, the emper-
ors, were—to quote a famous judg-
ment—“mad, bad and unfit to rule”
Some of them were indeed mad, some
of them were indeed bad, some of
them were indeed unfit to rule. But

nevertheless we are dealing with an
institution, with a state, which last-
ed for ten times longer than the Eu-
ropean integration project has last-
ed and for three times longer than
the United States has lasted. We are
looking at a project, at a state, which
lasted for something like 600 years.

I think it’s fair to begin with this
question of duration. How could

the sun never sets on an empire was
originally applied not to the British
Empire, but to the Habsburg Monar-
chy. The Habsburg monarchs in the
early modern period controlled the
Spanish and the Portuguese posses-
sions, and the Dutch possessions lat-
er on, which meant that they literal-
ly controlled much of the globe. And
then there was the Habsburg Mon-

ly a particular problem. The easiest
way to think about nationalism is
that there are these particular faiths,
there are these minorities, who cause
problems for majorities. I would say
that the proper way to think about
nationalism in the 19" century, as
today, is that it is a European prob-
lem that has to be handled on a large
institutional scale. What I mean is

If the European integration project lasts another 550 years,

we would consider that to be a great success.

something like this have lasted so
long? If the European integration
project lasts another 550 years, we
would consider that to be a great
success. Six hundred years is a very
long time. Six hundred years of en-
durance, also as very different kinds
of states, as a kingdom in the middle
of Europe, as the largest empire in the
history of the world. The notion that

archy’s final phase as a multination-
al European empire in the 18", 19",
and early 20" centuries.

How did the Habsburgs deal with
the problem of nationalism, which
we now see as central for the Euro-
pean Union? I would stress that for
the Habsburgs, as for the European
Union, nationalism was a kind of
European problem and not exact-

that the Habsburg Monarchy had in-
stitutional ways of dealing with na-
tional questions. Over the course of
the 19" century, nationalism quite
literally washes across the empire,
starting with Napoleon at the begin-
ning of the 19" century and wash-
ing through the empire again during
the revolutions of 1848; not to for-
get also that nationalism surrounds

the empire. But there are responses.

The responses involve, first, co-
operation with elites. The Ausgleich,
the famous compromise of 1867 that
turned Austria into Austria-Hunga-
ry, as a compromise with Hungari-
an elites, as well as the less famous
but perhaps equally significant com-
promise with Polish elites in Gali-
cia, allows Habsburg rule to contin-
ue in the East. After that there are a
series of even more forgotten com-
promises with one nation after an-
other which in their sheer intrica-
cy rival anything that the European
Union has ever done. The notion of
a European Union that seeks peace
by finding ways to keep people ne-
gotiating in rooms for extraordinary
long times certainly also applies to
the Habsburg Monarchy in the ear-
ly 20™ century. Take the Moravian
compromise, in which every Mora-
vian school child was to be given
a nationality, as a means of deal-
ing with school attendance. Or the
Galician compromise, interrupted
by World War 1, which was going to
do the same thing for Poles, Ukrai-
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nians and Jews in Galicia. These
things are forgotten except by his-
torians of law in Central Europe.
But they are incredibly interesting,
because they demonstrate that the
monarchy had the capacity not just
to compromise with elites, which in
a way is an easy thing to do, but to
pursue these intricate compromises
that were meant to anticipate prob-
lems in generations to come. They
might not have worked, but the im-
pulse for compromise was certainly
there from within.

The Monarch, the Parliament
and the Officer Class

Then, of course, there are other
ways of handling nationalism. One of
them was parliament. After the com-
promise with the Hungarian nobility
comes dissatisfaction from the non-
Hungarian majority in South Hun-
gary. After the compromise with the
Polish nobility comes dissatisfaction
from the non-noble and also non-
Polish majority in Galicia. The com-
promises with the elites had the ef-
fect of forcing the Habsburgs to do
something else. That something else
was parliament. That something else
was the expansion of what eventu-
ally became the universal suffrage
in 1907. The parliament of Austria
was truly national; if one overlooks
the exclusion of women, it was an
incredibly inclusive parliament. For
example, just to give you a compar-
ison: When Woodrow Wilson at the
end of World War 1 made his fa-
mous speech about the 14 points,
there were no blacks in the Ameri-
can Congress. In the Austrian par-
liament, every single nationality was
represented.

This was a way of diffusing the
national question. Another way was
by central institutions, the most im-
portant of which in the 19" century
was the Emperor himself. The fact
that Franz Josef ruled from 1848
to 1916 meant that in the early 20"
century almost everybody who was
alive had lived under no other em-
peror, and the Emperor, as a Head
of State, was able to absorb national
questions in a certain way. He spoke
most of the languages that it was
possible to speak. He spoke them
locally, as he travelled from place
to place, and he presented himself
as a non-national figure. The oth-
er non-national central institution
that was incredibly important was
the bureaucracy, and in particular
the officer class. The constitution
of the officer class of the Habsburg
Monarchy shows very well that it had
an influential class that was non-na-
tional, which was loyal to the insti-
tutions and the monarchy as such.
Some of the nations were also cen-
tralizing. If you think of national in-
terest, you think of nations wanting
to spin off from empires and cause
trouble. But very often what nations
want to do is preserve empires. Take
the critical case of the “trouble-mak-
ing” Czechs. They were right in the
middle of the Habsburg Monar-
chy. Basically every Czech political
thinker in the 19" and 20" centuries,
from Palacky to Masaryk, thought
that the best thing to do was to pre-
serve the Habsburg Monarchy, not
to take it apart. Why? Because the
moment that the Habsburg Monar-

chy fell apart, they were going to be
absorbed or threatened by a unified
German nation state, an analysis that
proved to be exactly correct in the
20" century. That’s why the Czechs
wanted the Habsburg Monarchy to
prevail. It explains also why small
nation states in Eastern Europe like
the European Union. Vulnerable na-
tions within a multinational insti-
tution understand that it is in their
own interest for that institution to
continue because a return to nation
states will be threatening for them.
The only reason the Czechs changed
their mind about this during World

tegration. But on the borders of the
Habsburg Monarchy you had some-
thing that might be seen as coun-
ter-integration. The more familiar
word for counter-integration is na-
tional reunification, but ’'m avoiding
that term because it’s so teleological.
When we say “national reunification’,
it makes it sound like the Germans
were just there to be unified, the Ital-
ians were just there to be unified, and
so on. As a matter of fact, there was
an Italian as well a German unifi-
cation, and there were the begin-
nings of a Yugoslavian and a Polish
unification. All this happened on

Ottoman empire, but the third Bal-
kan War in 1914 was directed against
the Habsburg Monarchy. By a series
of coincidences that war became a
World War which in turn brought
down the Habsburg Monarchy. Why
is this Balkan War important? It's an
example of a general pattern. Serbia
was trying to unify what it saw as
the Serbian nation.This was one of
these counter-integrations or nation-
al unifications. It so happened to be
the one that provoked the Habsburgs
into a very stupid war.

How did it destroy the Habsburg
Monarchy? First of all, by physically

The Habsburg Monarchy was a collection of complex problems

that also had complex solutions.

War 1, and the reason they changed
their mind is because it was clear that
after the war there was going to be a
German nation-state anyway. So as
long as there is some possibility that
the Habsburg Monarchy was going
to survive, the Czechs were largely
in favor of it.

Which leads me to the German
problem. If you think of a nation
that betrays the Habsburg Monar-
chy, it’s not the ones that are difficult
to pronounce, it’s the Germans, it’s
the ones who are already in the mid-
dle. The one political party that was
the closest to being truly treacher-
ous was the German national party
of Schonerer, which was important
right here in Vienna. It was the Ger-
man speakers here and elsewhere in

the borders of the Habsburg Mon-
archy. And this, of course, posed a
problem in principle: if you have na-
tional self-determination, the mul-
tinational monarchy cannot exist.
The difficulty in practice, though,
was that these were counter-inte-
grations that drew attention from
the Germans and others inside the
monarchy. So how does the mon-
archy actually fall apart? Even giv-
en the attraction that these counter-
integrations exert, it takes the most
punishing war in the history of mod-
ern Europe, four years of that and
then defeat, for the Habsburg Mon-
archy to fall apart.

So what is it that brings about
the end of the monarchy? I will tell
you a little story which is going to be

eliminating the officer class. By Christ-
mas of 1914, a huge majority of the
officer class was dead or wounded
to such an extent that they were not
going to be participating in politics
or anything else. The war physical-
ly eliminated the loyal classes, and
exposed the whole population to
national propaganda from outside.
The British and then the Americans
used nationalist propaganda against
the Habsburg Monarchy quite con-
sistently throughout the war in an
effort to try to get the monarchy to
fall apart. The second way that the
war destroyed the monarchy was
that it generated hunger, and hun-
ger made the inter-ethnic differenc-
es much more sensitive than they
would have been otherwise. And the

The problem was: if you have national self-determination,

the multinational monarchy can’t exist.

Austria who wanted to join Great-
er Germany after 1871, who were
closest to being political traitors
while the monarchy still existed.
Here I want to draw a certain anal-
ogy to the 21 century, mainly be-
cause I want to make a transition to
the way that the threat of national-
ism was actually posed. It was ac-
tually not posed from within. The
Habsburg Monarchy was not a col-
lection of nationalities yearning to be
free, battling against the monarchy,
trying to break out. The Habsburg
Monarchy was a collection of com-
plex problems that also had complex
solutions. The reason why national-
ism was a problem was not that the
Habsburg Monarchy was a prison-
house of nations, which it most cer-
tainly was not. The reason why na-
tionalism was a problem had to do
with the rest of the world. In the rest
of the world, you had what might be

seen as counter-integration.

The Threat of
Counter-Integration

Everything that the Habsburgs
were doing can be thought of as a
kind of policy of integration: The
monarch, the parliament, the offi-
cer class. This is one means of in-

a bit unfamiliar. What brings about
the collapse of the monarchy are
not its internal problems, but one of
these external counter-integrations:
the third Balkan War. The first two
Balkan Wars, in 1912 and 1913, re-
spectively, were directed against the

final reason was that it ended with a
series of peace treaties that balkan-
ized Central Europe. The war began
because of Balkan nationalism and
the Balkan idea of nation states, and
at the end of the war the Allies ap-
plied the Balkan solution to the rest
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of Europe. That is exactly what we
did. We brought to an end a multi-
national state by applying the notion
of national sovereignty, thereby tak-
ing the problem that began the war
and applying it to much of the rest
of Europe. That meant the end of
the Habsburg Monarchy of course.

What does this mean for today?
The first thing that this story shows
is that integration over a very long
term is possible. The second thing
is that neutral, top-level institutions
are crucial. I even dream of a Euro-
pean Monarchy or a European soc-
cer team. Something that can absorb
symbolic weight is very important.
Top-level institutions also include a
parliament, not just as a legal body. In
the case of the Habsburg Monarchy
the treasury was one of these impor-
tant institutions. Another top-level
institution is an officer class, and one
of my obsessions over the last cou-
ple of decades has been a European
military academy. The lesson is that
you should have a very large officer
class, but you should not let them
fight stupid wars. Because as long as
there is peace the officer class inte-
grates. When you fight stupid wars
and you Kkill off your officer class,
then you have defeated the purpose.

The threat to the Habsburg Mon-
archy came not from the inside,
and not exactly from the outside.
It came when rival projects of inte-
gration began to affect the inside of
the Habsburg Monarchy. The reason
to worry about the European Union
would be projects of counter-inte-
gration that were actually tempt-
ing to people inside the European
Union. With the worrisome excep-
tion of Hungary, which one can see
as the leader of a future authoritar-
ian camp, I don't think this is real-
ly the case. <

Timothy Snyder is Bird White Housum
Professor of History at Yale University and
IWM Permanent Fellow.
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The European Union and
the Habsburg Monarchy

BY ROBERT COOPER

The Habsburg Monarchy lasted five centuries. It was both solid and flexible; it aroused genuine affection among its citizens. But it vanished in a

puff of smoke. Should we expect the European Union, shallow in history and unloved by those it serves, to do better?

o be fair, it was more than
a puff of smoke. The bullets
from Gavrilo Princip’s re-

volver killed the Arch-Duke Franz
Ferdinand and his wife Sofia. What
killed the Habsburg Monarchy was
the four years of pounding by ar-
tillery that followed. This brought
death and ruin to the old Europe;
in Russia it brought revolution and
tyranny, and in Germany regime
change accompanied by failed revo-
lution, then inflation and depression,
and finally world war and genocide.

What arose from the ashes?
The answer is: the European Union
and NaTo. It is the EU and its re-
semblance to the Habsburg Mon-
archy that is the subject of this es-
say, but something needs first to be
said about NATO which was and is
its indispensable partner.

NATO and the presence of Us
forces in Europe have given Euro-
pean countries the assurance that
the us would defend them against
the Soviet Union. But almost more
important, NATO also turned de-
fence into a collective enterprise.
Without this, each country would

have had to make its own provi-
sion against the Soviet threat; some
might have felt compelled to create
massive armies; some might have

And the Eu itself, by creating a col-
lective identity outside the field of
security—and without the us—, has
contributed to NATO’s longevity by

tary accession (in the old days it was
called dynastic marriage) rather than
by conquest. The Eu is partly bound
together, as the Habsburg Monar-

Security issues which for centuries have divided Europe at last

unified it. And out of this the European Union was born.

gone for bilateral alliances. What-
ever the result, Europe would have
been back to the old, failed games
of balance of power and arms race.
NATO also created an incentive to
free riding on us military capabili-
ties. This has been criticized by the
Us ever since; but paradoxically it is
also a notable achievement that Euro-
pean countries have felt able to keep
defence spending down: this shows
that NATO has generated a sense of
collective security in the best mean-
ing of those words; security issues
which for centuries have divided
Europe at last unified it. And out of
this the European Union was born.

demonstrating that the Us presence
is an enabler of cooperation rather
than an instrument of domination.

Benefits for Small Nations

In any event, it is striking that
after the unhappy interval of the
1930s and World War 11, Europe—
or rather Western Europe—found it-
self with a body that in many ways
resembles the Habsburg Monarchy.
Like the Habsburg Monarchy, the Eu
is not a nation state but a complex
confection of states, nations, cen-
tralised bureaucracy and local au-
tonomy. Both have grown by volun-

chy was, by transnational elites: in
the Habsburg case it was the officer
corps and the civil service; for the
EU it is business elites and civil ser-
vants, both national and European.

Above all, both the Habsburg
Monarchy and the eu have provid-
ed a home for the small nations of
Europe who would have difficulty
surviving alone: in the nineteenth
century, their need was to avoid be-
ing at the mercy of the less liberal
German and Russian Empires. In
the twentieth, belonging to a larger
framework has brought both polit-
ical and economic security. Had it
not been for the catastrophe of war,

;‘
5
1
!

L

the Habsburg Monarchy would have
continued to develop in its haphaz-
ard way, no doubt giving more au-
tonomy to those who wanted it but
still providing the smaller states with
things that mattered a lot to them.
These also included roads, rail-
ways, laws, police to enforce them,
courts, parliaments, education, and
a centralized bureaucracy to manage
itall. The Habsburg Monarchy liber-
ated its serfs some twenty years be-
fore Russia and America, and intro-
duced universal male suffrage early
in the twentieth century. All these
were useful and helped bring mod-
ernization to many parts of the Em-
pire; but the peoples of central Europe
could have got them from Germany
and maybe even from Russia one day.
What was unique in the Habsburg
zone was that it enabled the small
nationalities to survive, keep their
culture, some level of autonomy,
and even to thrive with it. The se-
curity it provided was political; but
was backed—for this was the nine-
teenth century—by military force.
A further curious resemblance to
the European Union is that the Mon-
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archy was (as Robert Kann puts it)
a power without a name; or rather a
power with several names, none of
them quite right: Habsburg Empire?
Austro-Hungarian Empire? Habsburg
Monarchy? None quite expresses its
nature, because, like the European
Union, it was complicated and did
not fit into any convenient category.
For Europe today, Common Market
and European Economic Commu-
nity are too little; European Union
is too much: the EU is not a union
in the sense that the United States
or the United Kingdom is. This last
name is an aspiration; but what is
the use of an aspiration if nobody
knows what it amounts to?

Cooperation among
Sovereign States

There are, however, two impor-
tant differences. First, the eU (as, for
want of better, we continue to call
it) is not a state and the Habsburg
Monarchy, for all its quirkiness, was.
That meant it was sovereign and it
had a sovereign whose picture could
appear on banknotes and on prints

the EU been in creating an environ-
ment in which small states can live
comfortably, that the temptation for
Flanders, Scotland, Catalonia and no
doubt many others to enjoy the lux-
ury of their own state may become
a pattern of the future.

This should not be a surprise
since, for most purposes, small states
are better than big states: more inti-
mate, more cohesive, closer to the cit-
izen. Only two things make big states
desirable: the security of a big army
and the prosperity of a big market.
The Habsburg Monarchy provid-
ed the first while allowing diverse
nationalities to flourish; the Eu has
provided the second while enabling
small states to flourish and to have a
voice in making the rules to run it.?

The Habsburg Monarchy was
threatened first by the collapse of the
Ottoman Empire, which brought it
physically too close to Russia, and
in consequence also became politi-
cally too dependent on Germany.
Long before the Great War it had be-
gun to lose its multi-national char-
acter (visible in the use of German
as the official language of the Em-

If the EU ceases to be a bringer

of prosperity but becomes instead

a cause of impoverishment,

it too will collapse.

to be found in the humble huts of
peasants in far corners of the Em-
pire. And it had an army. And when
the crisis came, it was the Monar-
chy that was in charge. One of the
ways in which we know that, in spite
of flag and anthem, the EU is not a
state is that in the crisis of the Eu-
rozone power quickly returns to its
source in the member states. Just as
it would also in a security crisis. Be-
cause the Monarchy was a state, its
components were nations with lim-
ited autonomy. Because the EU is not
a state, it is made up of states: sover-
eign, equal, and ultimately its masters.

The second important differ-
ence is that, although the Eu and
the Habsburg Monarchy both en-
able the small to survive by provid-
ing the benefits of scale, they do it
in different fields. Over the five cen-
turies of the Habsburg Monarchy,
its key contribution was the secu-
rity that it provided against threats
from outside, to begin with from the
Ottoman Empire, later from nation
states, against whose deadlier dyna-
mism it was less successful. Thanks
to NATO and to the end of the Cold
War, security is no longer the big is-
sue. Instead, the most visible bene-
fit of scale that the EU brings is the
prosperity it has provided through
a Europe without borders; the in-
visible benefit—perhaps more im-
portant—has been the security of
good political relations. These come
from joint enterprise of making the
laws that govern Europe’s borderless
space. The practice of cooperation
may be tedious and time consum-
ing but it creates relationships with
neighbours such as no country has
ever had before. So successful has

pire). And then it was destroyed by
the war itself and by its manifest in-
ability to provide physical protection
for its people and political protec-
tion for its nations.

These were then awarded self-de-
termination by the victorious nation
states. This turned out to be a poi-
soned gift, since they were left na-
ked in the face of powerful neigh-
bours and their own weak political
culture. That they have regained their
freedom and re-established democ-
racy within the European Union is
their credit, and also that of the Eu
and of NATO.

This Fish Rots from the Tail,
not the Head

In contrast to the world at the be-
ginning of the last century, the geo-
political environment in Europe to-
day is benign. The Middle East and
the Mediterranean are disturbed,
but no worse than usual; the Cold
War is over and Russia is preoccu-
pied with making money, a peace-
ful activity; even the Balkans make
halting progress. No one is think-
ing of war.

But the threat that the EU now
faces is, in its way, as deadly as the
one that confronted the Habsburg
Monarchy a hundred years ago. In-
stead of the uncontrolled expansion of
armies and navies of the early twen-
tieth century, when few understood
the implications of the new mili-
tary technology, we live today in a
world of uncontrolled global finan-
cial markets dealing in instruments
that few comprehend. And the cri-
sis strikes at the heart of the eu. If
the EU ceases to be a bringer of pros-

perity but becomes instead a cause
of impoverishment, it too will col-
lapse. Because, unlike the Habsburg
Monarchy, the EU is not a state but
a community of states, its collapse
will not begin at the centre, but at
the edges. If it ever dies, it will do so
with a whimper, rather than a bang.
This fish rots from the tail, not the
head. The explosion will come not
in Brussels but on the streets of Ath-
ens, Rome or Madrid. Perhaps we
are seeing the first signs. And if the
explosion comes, it will bring down
with it the open borders, the single
market, the practice of cooperative
relations with others, the collabora-
tion in many fields, and at its centre
the good political relations that have
delivered peace and a sense of com-
munity over fifty-five years.

At the beginning of “The Strug-
gle for the Mastery of Europe’, his
great book describing the diploma-
cy that led to World War 1, Ajp Tay-
lor wrote: “In the state of nature
which Hobbes imagined, violence
was the only law, and life was ‘nas-
ty brutish and short. Though indi-
viduals never lived in this state of
nature the Great Powers of Europe
have always done s0”. Taylor, strange-
ly, omitted Hobbes first two adjec-
tives. The original says: “and the life
of man, solitary, poor, nasty, brutish
and short”. Hobbes is writing about
manss life outside society. But Taylor’s
analogy with states works even more
powerfully if we include these two
adjectives: it is the solitary nature of
states that has made them both poor
and dangerous. States, like men, live
better in communities. Our great-
est achievement is that the Great
Powers of Europe no longer live by
the rules (or the lack of them) that
Hobbes evokes. If Europe loses that,
it will lose again everything that was
lost with the Habsburg Monarchy.

The stakes in the Euro-game are
high: monetary union was meant to
bring prosperity (and to bind Ger-
many closer!). If the result is penury
and political instability, then the EU
will share the fate of the Habsburg
Monarchy.

This is not inevitable. Unlike war,
there are no winners when financial
markets collapse (no, not even George
Soros). If we fail, it will be by errors
in our economics or misjudgments
of our politics or through collec-
tive stupidity. Getting it right does
not need a miracle. It requires only
open debate, open minds, a readi-
ness to listen and to learn. Intellec-
tual clarity and human sympathy is
all that we need, plus some under-
standing what we stand to lose. <

1) Small states are pleasant for their citizens,
but there is a question whether they impose
costs on the system as a whole by making
consensual decisions more difficult. The
experience of the EU is that problems come
more from large states than small ones.
However, a system that consisted entirely

of small states, without the leadership (or
bullying) of large states might operate
differently.

Read a German summary of the text on
Tr@nsit_online: www.iwm.at

Sir Robert Cooper is a former British
diplomat who for the last ten years worked
for the EU High Representative. Recently
retired, he remains a Special Adviser

to the High Representative on Burma/
Myanmar. In October 2012, Robert
Cooper participated in the conference
“The Political Logics of DisIntegration II:
The Habsburg and the Yugoslav
Experiences”.
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he word “crisis”—once a com-
monplace on the eastern side
of the Berlin Wall—has, in
the last few years, come to be heard
everywhere in the European Union.
Indeed, one might ask whether our
habituation to the rhetoric of crisis
signals the disappearance of the fi-
nal vestige of the Cold War... The
facts, however, are incontrovert-
ible: First, since the bankruptcy of
Lehman Brothers in 2008, there has
been an international recession. Sec-
ond, there is a general crisis of po-
litical leadership in the democratic
nation-states, visible not only in the
European Union. Third, the euro-
zone has undergone serious pertur-
bations. Although many European
countries remain wealthy, in other
states it has become impossible to
overhear voices saying that making
a living has become a nightmare.
Simply talking to people from the
countries unflatteringly referred to
in the press as “P1Gs” confirms that
there is much truth in those claims.
Ulrich BecK’s theory that the U
develops by overcoming successive
crises comes to look overly optimis-
tic. It seems that a specter is haunt-
ing Europe once again; this time,
however, it is the specter of disinte-
gration. But what does “disintegra-
tion” mean? What is the difference
between disintegration, decay and
the breakdown of a political organ-
ism? What lessons can be drawn from
the history of transnational polities
such as the Habsburg Monarchy and
Yugoslavia? These were some of the
questions discussed by the partici-
pants of the conference The Politi-
cal Logics of DisIntegration I1, orga-
nized on October 26 and 27, 2012,
by the Institute for Human Scienc-
es. Conceived by Ivan Krastev, the
meeting convened eminent scholars
from a range of disciplines alongside
political analysts.

No Prison of Nations:
The Habsburg Empire

Opening the first session on
the disintegration of Austro-Hun-

gary, Timothy Snyder argued that
if we were to know today that the
European Union would last anoth-
er 600 years, in other words for as
long as the Habsburg Monarchy, we
would consider it to be a spectacu-
lar success. Despite often being de-
nounced as a “prison of nations,”
Austro-Hungary was a political or-
ganism with a highly sophisticated
political culture, where compro-
mises were sought not only among
the elites but also between nations.
The search for explanations for the
collapse of the Habsburg Monarchy
cannot, therefore, be limited to sim-
ple causes—be it World War 1 or the
rise of nationalisms (read the full
text of his presentation on page 3).

Panelists emphasized three
causes of disintegration of the Mon-
archy: competing concepts of inte-
gration, including the unification
of Germany and the Yugoslav proj-
ect (Snyder); asymmetries of pow-
er, particularly between Austria and
Hungary as regards to Serbia, culmi-
nating in World War 1 (Ivo Banac);
and the state’s loss of legitimacy as
a result of its failure to provide se-
curity, economic opportunities, and
development during the war (Dan-
iel Unowsky).

Stigmatization and
Fiscal Dissolution: Yugoslavia

Susan Woodward opened the
second session, devoted to the disin-
tegration of Joseph Tito’s state. Both
she and her co-panelist, Vladimir
Gligorov, emphasized analogies be-
tween Yugoslavia and the European
Union. A turning point for Yugosla-
via was the moment when economic
conflicts were interpreted as ethnic
or national conflicts, according to
Woodward: “Once politicians started
to use nationalist rhetoric, the ques-
tion was: What will hold Yugoslavia
together?” The same might apply to
the EU today, in which economic cri-
sis is escalating into an identity con-
flict. A decisive factor for the even-
tual collapse of Yugoslavia was “the
vicious circle of stereotyping, stig-

NO. 111 + SEPTEMBER 2012 — APRIL 2013

Photo: IWM



IWMpost

CONFERENCE

: THE POLITICAL LOGICS OF DISINTEGRATION

matization of the adversary, and de-
humanization of the other” One can
observe similar mechanisms in the
EU, both within national societies
and between northern and south-
ern member-states.

For Vladimir Gligorov, respon-
sibility for Yugoslavias collapse lay
with its politicians, whose indolence
caused them to miss the opportunity
to forge a better inter-ethnic social
contract in the new constitution in
1974. Also fatal was the fiscal crisis
of the 1980s, the result of gargantu-
an international debt, and the conse-
quent collapse of the common mone-
tary system. Given these events, the
fact that politicians like Slobodan
Milosevic “were in the wrong plac-
es at the wrong time” were of sec-
ondary importance, argued Gligorov.

A Short Spell in the Sun: The
EU in its International Context

When George Bush senior spoke
of a “new world order” in 1991, no
one thought that this could mean a
world without the Ussr; nonethe-
less, the Soviet Union disintegrated
only months later. The breakdown
of the bi-polar world order brought
another challenge to the stability of
the European project, argued Ivan
Krastev: the sudden emergence af-
ter 1989 of as many new countries
on the Old Continent as in post-co-
lonial Africa.

The first hint that “Europe’s mo-
ment in the sun” wouldn’t last forev-
er was the painful humiliation dur-
ing the Balkan War, argued Francois
Heisbourg, the first speaker of the
session devoted to the EU’s interna-
tional context, while Mark Leonard
recalled Europe’s confusion during
the war in Georgia. Despite these
experiences, Europe has stopped
short in its strategic reflection on
the future of its security, preferring
to stay in the shelter of America and
NATO. Despite the EUs twofold expan-
sion after 1989—both geographical
(eastern enlargement) and econom-
ic (the creation of the euro)—there
has been no deeper reflection on
the functional efficiency of the new
institutions, bemoaned Heisbourg:
“European bureaucrats reassured
themselves with the thought that
‘the market will take care of it. This
was deeply wrong” Leonard add-
ed two recent examples of the con-
sequences of this attitude: deepen-
ing British separatism and “the new
German question.” The dominant
position of the Federal Republic,
a result of its significant economic
advantage, should encourage Ger-
many to take the lead in forging of a
political union, argued Leonard; ei-
ther that or it should leave altogeth-
er. (See George Soros’s article “The
Tragedy of the European Union” in
IWMpost 110.)

A Broken Mirror?
Democracy and Disintegration

Today;, it seems to have been for-
gotten that the origins of the Euro-
pean project were imbued with a
certain skepticism towards democ-
racy. After all, the man who started
World War 11 used the parliamenta-
ry system to come to power. Does
this historical experience explain the
EU’s mode of “constrained democ-

racy”? Although member states are
required to be fully-fledged democ-
racies, Brussels operates only under
limited democratic control.
Whether democratization is a
remedy or a threat in the current Eu-
ropean crisis was the central ques-
tion discussed by Andrew Morav-
csik and Aleksander Smolar in the
fourth panel. Moravcsik argued that
neither a simple technocratic answer
nor a naive democratic approach can
provide a solution. Citizens should
not be treated as “rational ignora-
muses,” especially when it comes to
the euro crisis, which has generat-
ed a huge public interest. However,
increased participation is not a so-
lution either. The only way forward,
according to Moravcsik, is a “wise
system of constitutional rights, pre-
rogatives and limitations”
Aleksander Smolar, in turn,
stressed that democratization must
be an important element in a thor-
ough reflection on the future of the
European political project. Unit-
ed Europe cannot remain an “elite
project” Nor can officials in Brus-
sels follow Napoleon’s famous say-
ing On sengage et puis on verra. The
European welfare state is a constitu-
tive element of the EU’s legitimacy.
Today, this model has come under
heavy attack. It is high time to begin
with responsibly and carefully mea-
sured reforms, concluded Smolar:
we cannot afford to leave the costs
of changes to upcoming generations.

Not to Vanish
in a Puff of Smoke

“The Habsburg Empire vanished
in a puff of smoke. Should we expect
the European Union, shallow in his-
tory and unloved by those it serves,
to do better?” asked Robert Cooper
in his introduction to the conclud-
ing session (see page 5).

European politics needs time.
But politicians in Brussels must be
careful not to test the patience of the
EU’s 500 million inhabitants. Issues,
such as aid for Greece, the European
budget, and the reform of the mon-
etary union, have been discussed for
many months; yet among the citi-
zens of the EU there is little sense of
participating in deliberations and
decision-making to any meaning-
ful extent.

In the next few years it will be
crucial that the EU strives for new
sources of legitimacy. Without this,
new generations will lose interest in
Europe as a space of quality of life
and tolerance. “Change requires open
debate, open minds, and readiness to
listen and to learn,” Cooper argued.
Only this—yet so much. «

Karolina Wigura is the editor of the
political section of Kultura Liberalna and
adjunct at the Institute of Sociology at the
University of Warsaw. She is currently a
Bronistaw Geremek Junior Visiting Fellow
at the IWM.

Conference

The Political Logics of Dislntegration II:
The Habsburg and the Yugoslav Experiences
October 26-27, 2012, Vienna

The EU’s recent crisis has shown
that contrary to what the classic
notion of the “ever closer Union
among the peoples of Europe”
suggests, the process of Europe’s
integration is not irreversible. The
spectre of disintegration is haunting
the European Union. It is in light of
the eminent challenges facing the
integration project that IWM organized
in October 2012 the conference
»The Political Logics of DisIntegration
II: The Habsburg and Yugoslav
Experiences”. Bringing together senior
policy makers, disintegration experts
and renowned public intellectuals,
the aim was to arrive at a more
thorough, historically grounded
understanding of the risk of disinte-
gration facing the European project
and to reflect on strategies to cope
with or even halt the fracturing
dynamics that have engulfed the EU.
The idea of the conference was to
examine the psychological dimension
of the disintegration process in the
light of the Habsburg and Yugoslav
experience, and to focus on the
relevant lessons that European policy
makers can learn from the disinte-
gration of the Habsburg Empire and
Tito’s Yugoslavia. What, if anything,
should Europeans be afraid of? What
are the tipping points in the process
of disintegration? Were there policy
roads not taken that might be de-
ployed for the current European
debate?

Program
October 26, 2012

Welcome and Introduction:
Ivan Krastev

Session I:

What kept the Habsburg
Empire together? What did
bring her collapse? How
relevant is the Habsburg
experience in making sense
of the current crisis of the
European Union?

Chair:

Jan-Werner Mueller
Introduction:
Timothy Snyder

Ivo Banac

Daniel Unowsky

Session |l:

The political logic of the
Yugoslav disintegration
and its relevance for the
current EU crisis

Chair:

Jacques Rupnik
Introduction:
Susan Woodward
Vladimir Gligorov

October 27, 2012

Session Ill:

The international context
as a factor in the current
European crisis. Does the
international factor help
keep the EU together, or
does it push it apart? What
role did the break-up of
the post-Cold War world
order play in the current
European crisis?

Chair:

Craig Kennedy
Introduction:

Mark Leonard
Francois Heisbourg

Session IV:

Democracy and Disinte-
gration. Is the democratic
nature of the EU member
states a factor for the sur-
vival or disintegration of
the European Union?

Chair:

Anton Pelinka
Introduction:
Andrew Moravcsik
Aleksander Smolar

Session V:

The Disintegration Risk:
Re-reading the Habsburg
and Yugoslav Experiences

Chair:

Ivan Krastev
Introduction:
Robert Cooper

Participants

Ivo Banac
Bradford Durfee Emeritus Professor
of History, Yale University

Sandra Breka
Divisional Director, Robert Bosch
Stiftung, Berlin

Robert Cooper
Counselor, European External Action
Service, Brussels

Vladimir Gligorov

Economist, Vienna Institute for
International Economic Studies
(WHW)

Heather Grabbe
Director, Open Society Foundations,
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Francois Heisbourg

Special Advisor, Fondation pour la
Recherche Stratégique, Paris;
Chairman, International Institute for
Strategic Studies

Bruce P. Jackson

Founder and President, Project
on Transitional Democracies,
Washington D.C.

Jakub Wisniewski

Director, Department of Foreign Policy
Strategy at the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, Warsaw

Craig Kennedy
President, The German Marshall
Fund of the United States

Ivan Krastev

Chairman of the Board, Centre
for Liberal Strategies, Sofia;
IWM Permanent Fellow

Stefan Lehne
Visiting Scholar, Carnegie Brussels

Mark Leonard
Director, European Council on Foreign
Relations, London

Li Qiang

Professor, School of Government;
Director, Centre for European Studies,
Peking University

Andrew Moravcsik

Professor of Politics and International
Affairs; Director, European Union
Program, Princeton University; Senior
Fellow, Brookings Institution

Jan-Werner Mueller
Professor of Politics, Princeton
University

Klaus Nellen
Permanent Fellow, IWM, Vienna

Anton Pelinka
Professor of Political Sciences, Central
European University, Budapest

Jacques Rupnik

Director of Research, Centre d’Etudes
et de Recherches Internationales
(CERI), Paris

Aleksander Smolar

Director of Research, Centre d’Etudes
et de Recherches Internationales
(CERI), Paris; President, Stefan Batory
Foundation, Warsaw

Timothy Snyder

Bird White Housum Professor of
History, Yale University; IWM
Permanent Fellow

Daniel Unowsky
Professor of History, University of
Memphis

Ivan Vejvoda

Vice President for Programs, The
German Marshall Fund of the United
States, Washington D.C.

Thanos Veremis

Professor of Political History,
Department of European and Inter-
national Studies, University of Athens;
Founding Member, Hellenic Foun-
dation for European and Foreign
Policy (ELIAMEP), Athens

Susan Woodward

Professor of Political Science, The
Graduate Center, City University of
New York

Jan Zielonka

Professor of European Politics,
University of Oxford; Ralf Dahrendorf
Fellow, St Antony’s College, University
of Oxford

This conference was the second in a
series organized by the IWM and funded
by the Open Society Foundations (OSF)
in New York.
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BY LUDGER HAGEDORN AND MICHAEL STAUDIGL

A Conference Dedicated to the Re-Thinking of Religion in the Modern World.

Conference

Beyond Myth and Enlightenment.
Phenomenological Reconsiderations of Religion
September 11-14, 2012, IWM, Vienna

Program
September 11, 2012

Jean-Luc Marion (Keynote Speech)
,Das Unreduzierbare”

September 12, 2012

Session I:
Phenomenology of Religion

Chair: Wolfgang Palaver

Jean Leclerq:
“The Objects of Phenomenology and
Religion—Are They Identical?”

Branko Klun:

“Horizon, Transcendence and
Correlation. Some Phenomenological
Considerations”

Dragan Prole:
»Die frihe theologische Kehre der
Phanomenologie*

Session Il:
Christianity and Historicity

Chair: Johann Schelkshorn

Ludger Hagedorn:
“Christianity Unthought—As Thought
by Pato¢ka and Nancy”

Nathalie Frogneux:
“Religion Beyond Eternity and
Historicity”

Eddo Evink:
“Religiosity After Religion. Some
Thoughts on Surrender”

September 13, 2012

Session lll:
Interferences of Philosophy
and Religious Traditions

Chair: Lubica Ucnik

Jean-Claude Monod:
,Entmythologisierung, Ubersetzung
und philosophische Sékularisierung:
eine unendliche Arbeit?*

Jonna Bornemark:
“Naming or Not-Naming—That Is the
Question”

James Mensch:
“The Intertwining of Binding and Un-
binding in the Religions of the Book”

Session IV:
Reconsiderations
of Transcendence

Chair: lvan Chvatik

Rolf Kiihn:

»Religion und Modernitat. Zur
Notwendigkeit einer phanomenolo-
gischen Religionsphilosophie heute*

Arne Green:
“Seeing Beyond. Reconsidering
Immanence and Transcendence”

Joseph Rivera:

“Contemplating Transcendence.
Temporality After Husserl and
Heidegger”

September 14, 2012

Session V:
Religion, Violence
and Politics

Chair: Michael Staudigl

Marc Maesschalck:

“Violence and Redemption. A New
Perspective on the Theologico-Politi-
cal Dimension of Power”

James Dodd:

“Between Tyranny and Care. Some
Remarks on Phenomenological and
Religious Violence”

Nicolas de Warren:
“Evil: Otherwise Than Being and
Beyond Essence”
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The conference was generously supported
by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF).

Veranstaltungen
2013

Im Rahmen der Forschungsprojekte
Polemical Christianity (Ludger
Hagedorn, IWM) und Beyond Myth
and Enlightenment (Michael
Staudigl, Universitat Wien) wird es
dieses Jahr zwei weitere Konferenzen
und eine Fortsetzung der Veranstal-
tungsreihe Re-Thinking Religion in
the Modern World geben, die 2011
mit einem vielbeachteten Vortrag der
Berliner Islamwissenschaftlerin
Gudrun Kramer begonnen wurde.

Konferenzen:

16.-18. September 2013

,Den Primat der Gegebenheit denken.
Perspektiven und Potentiale der
Phénomenologie nach Jean-Luc
Marion*

Institut fur die Wissenschaften vom
Menschen (IWM)

10.-12. Oktober 2013

»Zum Gewaltpotenzial unbedingter
Ansprtche im Kontext politischer
Theorie*

Institut fur Philosophie, Universitat
Wien

Abendvortrage:

19. Marz 2013

Peter Trawny:

,,In meinem Namen‘. Gemeinschafts-
konzeptionen bei Bultmann, Henry
und Agamben*

6. Juni 2013

Walter Schweidler:

,Muss man glauben, um zu verstehen?
— Offenbarung als Erkenntnisform*

15. Oktober 2013

Jean Greisch:

,Uberdenken und Eingedenken. Zu
Jacques Derridas Religionsbegriff*

14. November 2013

Hans Joas:

»Religionsgeschichte als Religions-
kritik? David Hume und die Folgen®

Jean-Luc Marion giving the keynote speech of the conference

ike a specter, the “return of

the religious” has haunted

recent intellectual debates.
Whether sociological fact or phan-
tasmagorical fiction, auspicious
promise for the future or revival of
past ideologies—the phenomenon
challenges, even in its denial, con-
temporary thought. Thus far, much
of the debate has focused either on
sociological observations about the
place of religion(s) in modern soci-
eties or on questions of its immedi-
ate political implications: the threat
radical Islamism poses to Western
democracy, the impact of Evangel-
ical Christianity on American pol-
itics, and so on. However, the cru-
cial issue seems to be a genuinely
philosophical one: What does the
new presence of religion(s)—and be
it the presence of a specter—mean
for a modern self-conception in
which “modern” (as well as “scien-
tific,” “critical,” and “enlightened”)
has become synonymous with “sec-
ular”? Does this “return” of some-
thing new, unprecedented, and in-
deed un-thought reveal a profound
deficiency in the secular worldview?
Or does it merely call into question
its hegemonic pretensions?

Those were the central questions
addressed by an international con-
ference held at the Institute for Hu-
man Sciences from September 11
to 14", 2012. Organized by Michael
Staudigl and Ludger Hagedorn, the
conference took place in the frame-
work of two research projects cur-
rently running at the University of
Vienna and the twM respectively.
Speakers included some of the best-
known researchers in the phenome-
nology of religion. The opening lec-
ture was given by Jean-Luc Marion,
member of the Académie frangaise
and professor of philosophy at the
University of Chicago. Holding his
lecture in German, Marion referred
to the phenomenological operation
of putting into brackets the question
of existence and turning towards the
descriptive analysis of our intention-
al consciousness and its inherently
meaningful correlates. In his talk,
concisely entitled “Das Unreduzier-
bare” (The Irreducible), he tried to
demonstrate that the idea of God—
inadequate and inconsistent as it may
be—embodies just such an irreduc-

ible correlate of our intentional activ-
ities. But what does it mean to pon-
der “Of God Who Comes to Mind”
(to quote an early title of Emmanu-
el Levinas)? Referring to authors as
divergent as Spinoza, Wittgenstein,
Levinas, and de Sade, Marion out-
lined the far-reaching consequenc-
es of conceptualizing God as an idea
that cannot be reduced.

Many of the subsequent speak-
ers did not share the insights of Mar-
ion’s thought-provoking lecture,
but it was certainly a good opener
for the discussions that took place
over the next three days. Some pa-
pers reflected upon the closeness of
the earlier phenomenological tradi-
tion to questions of religion, refer-
ring to philosophers such as Max
Scheler and Hedwig Conrad-Marti-
us. Others emphasized more histor-
ical and hermeneutical approaches
such as offered in the works of Jan
Patocka and Paul Ricoeur. However,
the focus of the debate was directed
to the more recent “theological turn
in French philosophy” and thinkers
such as Michel Henry and Emanuel
Lévinas, or the more critical view of
Jean-Luc Nancy.

The opinions as well as conclu-
sions regarding the so-called “return
of the religious” were divergent. It be-
came clear, however, that the philo-
sophical task can neither be to blem-
ish religion nor to save or to revive
it. On the contrary, it might be nec-
essary to warn against certain rad-
icalizations that revivals might en-
tail in terms of our understanding
of human rights or ideas of politi-
cal freedom. Nevertheless, the intel-
lectual challenge remains fully un-
answered if religious convictions are
dismissed as merely irrational com-
mitments to a transcendent reality.
The same holds true for recent at-
tempts to consider religion as a sort
of pool that offers “certain values”
with which our otherwise unques-
tioned modern self-understanding
might be refined. Instead, taking up
the challenge calls upon us to reas-
sess the role and potential of religion
in the contemporary world. Philos-
ophy will need to go beyond the old
dichotomy of enlightened reason and
obscure mythical thought, one that
still prevents us from really think-
ing religion. <
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For the Ransom of the Soul

IWM Lecture in Human Sciences by Peter Brown, October 15/ 16/ 18, 2012

ithout a doubt one of the

most exciting events at the
1wM last autumn was Peter Brown’s
series of three lectures in October,
which attracted a large and diverse
audience from across the academic
world. Entitled “For the Ransom of
the Soul: Wealth, Death, and After-
life from Late Antiquity to the Early
Middle Ages”, Brown gave the 2012
1wM Lectures in Human Sciences,
which have welcomed—since their
inauguration in 2000—prominent
speakers from various disciplines.
Brown, Professor Emeritus of His-
tory at Princeton University, added
new and exciting dimensions to the
format by shifting the focus to the
history of Late Antiquity, a field of
study which he himself put on the
map of scholarship. Even the unini-
tiated know Peter Brown for hav-
ing given intellectual respectability
to the notion of Late Antiquity as a
transitional period that stands on its
own, no longer fully part of Antiq-
uity but not yet integrated into the
Middle Ages.

In his twm Lectures, Brown pre-
sented insights gained from his recent
work on religious beliefs and rituals
connected with the memory of the
dead in Late Antiquity, together with
related concepts of poverty, wealth,
and alms-giving. A theme that cut
across all three lectures was the im-
pact of Early Christianity on these
beliefs and rituals and the dramat-
ic transformations in profound hu-
man perceptions of life, death, and
the afterlife.

The first lecture, “Treasure in
Heaven’ and the Memory of the
Dead in Early Christianity;” exam-
ined the conviction that religious
giving (of money) in memory of
the dead serves the purpose of “ran-
soming the soul”—an idea that is
both Jewish and Christian. Hence
the idea of treasure in heaven—reli-
gious giving in this life brings bene-
fits in the next. Participatory rituals
around the idea that the living can

intervene in the world of the dead
were shared throughout the Chris-
tian world—from Christian com-
munities in Rome to the Maniche-
ans in Mesopotamia.

The second lecture, “Forgive Us
Our Sins’: Alms, Expiation, and Af-
terlife in the North Africa of St. Au-
gustine,” focused on the era of St. Au-
gustine (354-430), one of the main
figures in Western Christianity. It
was around this time that the no-
tion arose the poor were the primary
objects of Christian religious chari-
ty. This form of alms-giving marked
a major innovation on the preced-
ing pagan period, when secular giv-
ing was directed to one’s fellow-citi-
zens and poverty as such providing
no entitlement. St. Augustine’s view
that alms-giving atoned for one’s
sins and was obligatory for Chris-
tians was very much an expression
of this radically new notion.

The third lecture, “Who Cease
to Think about the Last Judgment’:
Penance and the Other World from
Salvian to Columbanus,” shifted from
St. Augustine’s North Africa to Gaul
in the 5™ and 6" centuries. Brown’s
case study of Lérins showed how the
questions of the previous lectures
were addressed in the very specific
context of a monastic community.

Peter Brown’s considerations on
the “ransom of the soul” provided
another dimension to his previous
work on the Christianization of the
Roman world (see for example Au-
thority and the Sacred: Aspects of the
Christianization of the Roman World,
1995). Indeed, the themes of death
and afterlife have preoccupied him
for decades. In 1976, he wrote that
“much of medieval history is incon-
ceivable without the preliminary de-
cision to allow the dead into a cen-
tral position in worship” (Eastern
and Western Christendom in Late
Antiquity, 1976). What was new in
Brown’s iwM Lectures was the idea
that wealth and religious giving, in
all their complexity, provided the

possibility for the living to intervene
in the world of the dead and, ulti-
mately, for creating a link between
heaven and earth. <

Clemena Antonova

Clemena Antonova is lecturer in Art
History and Theory at the American
University in Bulgaria. Currently, she is
Lise Meitner Visiting Fellow at the IWM,
where she pursues a project on Pavel
Florensky and the nature of Russian
religious philosophy.

IWM Lectures
in Human
Sciences

The IWM Lectures in Human
Sciences were launched in 2000 on
the occasion of the 100*" birthday
of Hans Georg Gadamer, supporter
of the Institute since its inception.
Selected lectures are published in
English (Harvard University Press,
Cambridge), German (Suhrkamp
Verlag, Berlin) and Polish (ZNAK
Publishers, Krakow, and Kurhaus
Publishers, Warsaw).

October 15/16/18, 2012

Peter Brown: “‘For the Ransom of the

Soul’: Wealth, Death and the Afterlife

from Late Antiquity to the Early Middle

Ages”

— “‘Treasure in Heaven’ and Memory
of the Dead in Early Christianity”

— “‘Forgive us our sins.” Alms,
expiation and the afterlife in the
Africa of Saint Augustine”

— ““Who cease to think about the
Last Judgment.” Penance and the
Other World from Salvian to
Columbanus”

November, 2013
Jan-Werner Miiller: “We the People:
On Populism and Democracy”

Previous Speakers:

Vincent Descombes
Zygmunt Bauman
Claus Offe

Ryszard Kapuscinski
Abraham B. Yehoshua
Cornelia Klinger

Paul Ricceur

Charles Taylor
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Jan Patocka
Gedachtnis-
vorlesung

Auf der Suche
nach Rechtfertigung

Jan Patocka Gedachtnisvorlesung von Martin Walser,
23. November 2012, Palais Liechtenstein

Mit einem Vortrag des deut-
schen Schriftstellers Martin
Walser gedachte das twm zum 24.
Mal in Folge des tschechischen Phi-
losophen Jan Patocka.

Martin Walser, Jahrgang 1927,
zéhlt zu den wichtigsten deutsch-
sprachigen Gegenwartsautoren. Als
streitbarer Beobachter, Chronist und
Kritiker begleitet er seit iiber fiinf
Jahrzehnten die Wege und Irrwe-
ge unserer Gesellschaft. Er studier-
te Literaturwissenschaft, Philoso-
phie und Geschichte in Regensburg
und Tiibingen und promovierte zu
Franz Kafka. Walser schrieb mehr als
20 Romane sowie zahlreiche Novel-
len, Theaterstiicke und Essays. 1998
wurde ihm der Friedenspreis des
deutschen Buchhandels verliehen.

Seine Vorlesung am 23. No-
vember wurde eingeleitet von dem
Rechtswissenschaftler Dieter Simon,
Prisident des twMm. Im Mittelpunkt
der von Martin Walser vorgetrage-
nen Uberlegungen stand das Prob-
lem der Rechtfertigung, mit dem er
sich seit einiger Zeit auseinandersetzt.

»Ich war immer ein Leser. Also
bin ich auch ein Bewusstseinsthea-
ter, in dem die Texte aus 2000 Jahren
nie ganz verstummen wollen.* sag-
te Walser einmal. Im Palais Liech-
tenstein konnte ihn das Publikum
im Dialog mit Paulus und Augus-
tinus, Holderlin und Nietzsche er-
leben. Walser ist auch ein Leser der
Religion: Fiir ihn ist sie eine ,,Aus-
drucksart wie andere, wie Litera-
tur, Musik, Malerei. Ich lese Religi-
on als Literatur. Dass Texte, die fur
uns, ‘nur’ noch zur Religion gehoren,
Dichtung sind, um es im Betriebs-
deutsch zu sagen: grofle Dichtung,
das kann man doch noch sagen.
Die Psalmen. Das Buch Hiob. Das
Weihnachtsevangelium. Andere las-
sen mich wissen: Religion, das war
einmal. Es ist eine eher ungliickli-
che Entwicklung, dass Religion etwas

geworden ist, was nicht mehr ohne
Kirchliches gedacht wird. Wer sich
heute fast instinktiv erhaben fiihlt
iiber alles Religiose, weifd vielleicht
nicht, was er verloren hat. Polemisch
gesagt: Rechtfertigung ohne Religion
wird zur Rechthaberei. Sachlich ge-
sagt: Verarmt zum Rechthaben.“ «

red

Jan Patocka
Gedachtnis-
vorlesung

Seit seiner Griindung widmet sich
das IWM dem Werk des tschechi-
schen Philosophen und Biirgerrecht-
lers Jan Patocka (1907-1977) und
veranstaltet seit 1987 alljahrlich
eine Vorlesung zu seinem Gedacht-
nis. Ausgewahlte Vorlesungen sind
im Wiener Passagen Verlag
erschienen.

23. November 2012
Martin Walser: , Auf der Suche nach
Rechtfertigung*

7. November 2013
Nancy Fraser

Bisherige Redner:

Pierre Rosanvallon
Claus Offe

lan Buruma
Joschka Fischer
George Soros

Lord Dahrendorf
George Steiner
Giuliano Amato
Edward W. Said
Czeslaw Milosz
William Julius Wilson
Elie Wiesel

Tadeusz Mazowiecki
Albert O. Hirschman
Francois Furet
Mario Vargas Llosa
Jacques Derrida
Charles Taylor

Paul Ricceur
Zbigniew Brzezinski
Leszek Kolakowski
Hans-Georg Gadamer

NO. 111 + SEPTEMBER 2012 — APRIL 2013



10

LECTURES AND DISCUSSIONS

IWMpost

The Elder Zosima’s Secret:

PatoCka and Monotheism

Holocaust: Was wissen
wir heute Uber die Tater?

Monthly Lecture by Nicolas de Warren, September 18, 2012

Monatsvortrag von Peter Longerich, 8. November 2012

In one of his last writings, an es-
say on the philosophy of religion
in Masaryk (1976), the Czech phi-
losopher Jan Patocka remarks that
the lessons from the life of the Elder
Zosima in Dostoyevsky’s The Broth-
ers Karamazov may provide essential
clues for responding to the contem-
porary crisis of Christianity. What is
striking about Patoc¢ka’s pronounce-
ment is his consideration that this
central episode in Dostoyevsky’s
novel promises a renewed consid-
eration of religion (Christianity)
and our relation to “being” more

radical than Heidegger’s quest for
the meaning of “being” and his cri-
tique of its metaphysical tradition.
Patocka’s own understanding of the
Elder Zosima’s wisdom remains,
however, undeveloped in this essay.
Much as with Alyosha in the pres-
ence of the Elder Zosima’s stories,
Patocka remains silent in the pres-
ence of his own suggestion. What
did Patocka understand as Elder’s
Zosimas philosophical secret? How
does this implicit wisdom relate to
the secret of Christianity discussed
by Patocka in his Heretical Essays? In

hislecture in September 2012 Nico-
las de Warren critically explored the
possible meanings of Patocka’s in-
sight by way of an interpretation of
The Brothers Karamazov centered
on the problem of evil and marked
by Patocka’s own reflections on the
philosophical meaning of Christi-
anity as the truth of Monotheism. <

red

Nicolas de Warren is Professor of Philoso-
phy at the University of Leuven (Belgium).
In September 2012 he was Guest at the
IWM.

Freethinking, Secularism,

and the Arab Spring

Monthly Lecture by Aziz Al-Azmeh, October 23, 2012

September 11, 2012 marked the
start of a series of protests and

outbursts of violence in parts of the
Arab World, leading to the deaths of
a us diplomat and a number of civil-
ians. The first protests took place in
Libya, whence they spilled over, with
varying intensity, to other Muslim
countries and beyond. The demon-
strations and violence were a reac-
tion to an amateur video depicting
the Prophet Mohammad as a fraud,

womanizer and pedophile. The film
was condemned by activists and pol-
iticians, Muslim and Christian alike,
as a tasteless provocation, but this
had little effect on protests where
they occurred. In his lecture Aziz Al-
Azmeh addressed the present condi-
tion of the relationship between re-
ligion and polity in the Arab World
following the upheavals in the two
years since the Arab Revolutions.
He looked at the current interac-

tions between religion and polity
in the context of the long history of
secularism and freethinking in the
Arab World. <

red

Aziz Al-Azmeh is University Professor at
the School of Historical and Interdisciplin-
ary Studies at the Central European
University, Budapest. Born in Damascus,
Syria, he is widely recognized as a leading
scholar in the fields of Arab and Muslim
history.
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Peter Longerich zeigte in sei-
nem Vortrag am IwM, wie sich
das Bild uiber Ns-Titer in der For-
schung seit der Debatte zwischen
Browning und Goldhagen Mitte
der goer-Jahre gewandelt hat. Das
in der damaligen Diskussion um
»willing executioners“ und ,,ordina-
ry men“ vorherrschende Bemiihen,
einen moéglichst homogenen Tater-
typ mit einer eindeutig bestimmba-
ren Motivation zu konstruieren, ist
mittlerweile einer differenzierteren
Betrachtungsweise gewichen. Dies
machte Longerich deutlich, indem
er eine Hierarchie der Tater entwi-
ckelte und néher auf drei spezifische
Gruppen einging: die Masse der am
unteren Ende der Befehlskette ste-
henden, unmittelbar handelnden

,Direkttater, die mittleren und ho-
heren Funktiondre als die eigentli-
chen Akteure mit Handlungsspiel-
raum sowie die relativ kleine Gruppe
der Ns-Spitzenpolitiker, die die Leit-
linien der Politik setzten. <

red
In Kooperation mit der
Deutschen Botschaft Wien.

Peter Longerich ist Professor fur Moderne
Deutsche Geschichte und Direktor des
Research Centre for the Holocaust and
Twentieth-Century History am Royal
Holloway College der Universitat London.

On the side of
democracy?
Jan-\WernerMduller
supports Brussels'
intervention in EU

member states.

ofthe upcoming Eurozine focal-point

“The future of demoe

WWW. eUrozine.com
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Krzysztof Michalski

1948-2013

“Let us not forget that all these words— ‘moment’ and ...
eternity’, as well as ‘time’, ‘past’, and future—acquire
meaning only in the context of what I do, in the context
of my life. The moment ... can be understood only by a
participant, not by an observer. Time is me, eternity is
me, my life. My life, its every step, undermines every-
thing that is. It sets off the earthquake and uncovers new
wells. This creative human activity unveils the fragility
of everything that seems to be (whereas it is passing
away and becoming). It is my life that connects ‘today’
and sometime’ ... Eternity—that link between passing
and becoming, the link between past and future—is
‘mine’ or ‘yours’ not in the way pants or a pen can be but
as the body is, as the heart is: intimately, inextricably,
forever, so long as I am alive. Eternity is intertwined
with everything I do and think; it co-creates the meaning
of life. Without it, my life would be incomprehensible.
This is where its color (gold), imperceptible to the eye, o

comes from, as well as its mcompamble flavor ( bztter—

"'raff fm||r|;""'"'" :

“Love reveals an u , as yet unknown identity

'zf thzs way, it also brmgs to

; ; .3
Krzysztof Michalski: The F'!bme of Etem(j'm\ An Interpretatrgn of N/etzsche s Though
Princeton University Press, 2@12 -

ﬂ;q‘ll |I|| .r N "”

Photo: Philipp Steinkellner
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Das WM
seinem G

nimmt Abschied von
runder und Rektor

VON DIETER SIMON

Krzysztof Michalski und
IWM-Préasident Dieter Simon
bei dessen Amtsantritt

im Jahr 2001

m 11. Februar 2013 ist

Krzysztof Michalski gestor-

ben. Uberraschend auch
fiir jene wenigen Personen, die von
seiner schweren Erkrankung wissen
mussten. Er hat es seinem Tod nicht
schwer gemacht, und der hat ihn da-
fiir vor Qual und Siechtum bewahrt.
Krzysztof war 64 Jahre alt und hat-
te noch sehr viel vor. Sein Feld war
nicht bestellt, und er war nicht miide.
Jetzt sind alle Fiaden zerrissen, und
die Zuriickgebliebenen starren be-
stiirzt und ratlos auf die am Boden
liegenden losen Enden.

Meine Verbindung zu ihm war
relativ jung. Die heroischen Zeiten
des Instituts waren schon verflossen,
als die Publizistin Jacqueline Hénard
uns zusammenbrachte.

Ich wusste wohl, dass es in Wien
ein kleines, von deutschen und pol-
nischen Intellektuellen gegriindetes
Institut gab, das sich dem aussichts-
los wirkenden Vorhaben gewidmet
hatte, iiber Personen und treffend ge-
wihlte Sachthemen - seien es philo-
sophische, politische, 6konomische,
wissenschaftliche oder alltagsweltli-
che - Ost und West zusammen und
einander niher zu bringen, um auf
diese Weise den widernatiirlichen
Vorhang, der sich anschickte, das
politisch auseinandergerissene Eu-
ropa auch geistig und kulturell vllig
voneinander zu entfremden, wenn
nicht aufzubrechen, so doch viel-
leicht anzubohren.

Aber ich hatte auch gehort, dass
das offensichtlich tiberspannt Idea-
listische, das trotzig gegen die Rea-
litat auf Vernunft und Wort Hof-
fende, das dieses Institut und seine
Menschen kennzeichnete, in Wahr-
heit duflerlicher Schein und Propa-
ganda fiir Naive sei, die nicht sehen
wollten, dass das Unternehmen vom
KGB finanziert werde oder, wie ande-

re behaupteten, vom c1a, wihrend
wieder andere, die von den freund-
schaftlichen Beziehungen gehort hat-
ten, die Michalski mit Papst Johan-
nes Paul 11 verbanden, entschieden
den Vatikan als geheimen Steuer-
mann und Financier ins Gesprich
brachten.

Jaqueline Hénard beruhigte mei-
ne irritierte Nachfrage mit dem iro-
nischen Hinweis, dass vermutlich
alle drei Organisationen gleichzei-
tig das Institut finanzieren wiirden

ten und relativ kurzen Gesprich bat,
mich in die Dienste des Vereins neh-
men zu diirfen - eine tiberraschen-
de Bitte fur mich, der ich nichts an-
zubieten hatte, als eine kurzfristige
Erfahrung in der Wissenschaftspo-
litik und einen hartnackigen pada-
gogischen Eifer in meinen Fachern
Rechtstheorie und Rechtsgeschichte.

Fiir mich war es eine leichte Ent-
scheidung. Ich war sofort gefangen
von dem tiefen Ernst und der ab-
soluten Glaubwiirdigkeit des Man-

ner Freunden Cornelia Klinger und
Klaus Nellen begonnen habe, erle-
digt wire und dem weiteren Gang
der Dinge tatenlos zugesehen wer-
den solle? Richtig sei, dass ein gra-
vierendes Hindernis aus dem Weg
gerdaumt worden sei, aber nicht mehr.
Und nicht weniger richtig sei auch,
dass jetzt, so denn erst alle, die in Be-
tracht kimen, in der Europiischen
Union zusammengefasst seien, die
Aufgabe ganz eigentlich erst begin-
ne, denn schliefllich miisse nun da-

Aufgabe sei, dass sich die europdische Welt verstehen lerne,

dass sie iiber sich reflektiere und dass daraus ein Strom

stindigen Wandels hervorgehe.

und gab damit zugleich einen Hin-
weis auf des Rektors innere Unab-
héangigkeit und Freiheit einerseits
und andererseits auf eine Fahigkeit
von Krzysztof Michalski, die ich in
dieser Form bis dahin bei keinem
Wissenschaftsmanager beobach-
tet hatte - die Fahigkeit, auch noch
mit dem verbohrtesten Biirokra-
ten und dem vernageltesten Geld-
geber in einer Weise umzugehen,
dass ihm niemand die Strapazen,
die Krankungen und die Niederla-
gen, die er in diesem Geschift hin-
nehmen musste, ansah. Er war ein
grandioser Fundraiser, ein Bittstel-
ler fiir seine Sache, dem kaum je-
mand widerstehen konnte, und nur
im vertrauten Gesprach unter vier
Augen konnte man lernen, welche
Last dem feinsinnigen und sensib-
len Mann diese Aufgabe bedeutete.

Auch ich konnte nicht wider-
stehen, als er mich nach einem ers-

nes, der meine nicht eben hofliche
und durchaus skeptisch-abwehrend
formulierte Eingangsfrage, ob denn
das Institut aufgrund des Falls der
Mauer und des Zusammenbruchs
des Ostblocks nicht Daseinszweck
und Rechtfertigung eingebiif3t hit-
te, weil das, was dort sieben Jah-
re lang diplomatisch, verschwiegen
und mithsam organisiert worden
war, ndmlich das ungezwungene,
freie und unbeobachtete Gesprich
zwischen den verschiedensten An-
gehorigen der beiden Blocke, jetzt
jederzeit zwanglos und offen mog-
lich geworden sei, erstaunt und ein
wenig amiisiert parierte:

Ob ich denn wirklich der Mei-
nung anhinge, so fragte er freund-
lich zuriick, dass mit der Demontage
des Eisernen Vorhangs die kulturel-
le Einheit Europas wieder herge-
stellt sei, so dass die Aufgabe, die er
vor wenigen Jahren mit seinen Kol-

fiir gesorgt werden, dass sich die eu-
ropéische Welt verstehen lerne, dass
sie tiber sich reflektiere und dass aus
dieser Reflexion ein Strom stindi-
gen Wandels hervorgehe.

So definierte der Erstaunliche
seine und seiner Mitstreiter Auf-
gabe, und ich nahm geehrt das An-
gebot an, ihnen dabei ein wenig
behilflich zu sein. Ich lernte Jézef
Tischner kennen, den ersten Prisi-
denten des Instituts, der die kleine
Einrichtung vom ersten Tag an fiir-
sorgend begleitete, sah die tiefe Zu-
neigung und Verehrung, die Krzys-
ztof diesem katholischen Priester
und Krakauer Philosophieprofes-
sor entgegenbrachte und seine tie-
fe Trauer, als er dem langsamen und
langen Sterben des liebenswiirdigen
Mannes zusehen musste. Ich durfte
mich mit Cornelia Klinger, der fein-
nervigen Philosophin und stillen
Gefahrtin, mit Klaus Nellen, dem

Photo: IWM

rastlosen Arbeiter und Leiter von
Transit, und Janos Matyas Kovacs,
dem umsichtigen ungarischen Zu-
erwerb des deutsch-polnischen Tri-
os anfreunden.

Ralf Dahrendorf tauchte auf
und Ulrich Voswinckel, der Vorsit-
zende des Stiftungsrates der Ham-
burger Korber-Stiftung. Mit ihnen,
die stellvertretend fiir die zahlrei-
chen intellektuellen und finanziellen
Unterstiitzer stehen konnen, wurde
das Institut in die Lage versetzt, sein
riesiges Osteuropa-Projekt, das in
zahllosen Besuchen, Evaluationen,
Bewertungen, Preisvergaben, Ent-
wiirfen, Projekten, Griindungen,
Vorschldgen und Ratschldgen fiir
die osteuropdischen Universitaten
bestand, mit nachhaltigem Erfolg
durchzufiihren.

Damals und mit diesem Unter-
nehmen ist das Institut in sein zwei-
tes Leben, sein gesamteuropdisches
Leben gestartet und hat es mit den
schonsten jahrlich ausfiihrlich do-
kumentierten Erfolgen, die zuletzt
auch in ersten, aber nicht vorlaufi-
gen transatlantischen Beziehungen
kulminierten, fortgesetzt. Zahllose
Wissenschatftler, Politiker und Ma-
nager aus den verschiedensten Le-
bensbereichen haben die permanente
Einladung zur Reflexion angenom-
men und sind bereichert in ihre Re-
sidenzen zuriickgekehrt. Der aus den
Felsen der Versteinerung geschlage-
ne Quell sprudelt nun seit knapp 30
Jahren, und jedenfalls ein guter Teil
von Michalskis Traum konnte ver-
wirklicht werden.

Jetzt hat das Institut seinen Ar-
chitekten und Rektor verloren, aber
nicht seinen Antrieb und seine Kraft.
Es wird den Atem anhalten und zu-
sehen, wie es ohne Stocken in die
von Krzysztof Michalski gewiesene
Richtung zu laufen hat.

Aber vollstandig verloren haben
wir ihn nicht.

Michalski hatte nicht nur Phi-
losophie studiert. Er philosophierte
auch. Die Flamme der Ewigkeit, sei-
ne Nietzsche-Studien, die zuerst auf
Polnisch und dann auf Englisch er-
schienen sind (siehe Publikationen,
S. 24), werden absehbar auch auf
Deutsch vorliegen. Dann werden
wir wieder Krzysztof Michalski zu-
horen konnen. Manche werden ihn
dabei von einer Seite kennenlernen,
von der sie, als er noch lebte, allen-
falls etwas geahnt, aber nichts ge-
wusst haben. Fiir alle aber werden
sein Charme, seine klugen Augen
und sein ruhelos suchender Geist
wieder présent sein. <

Dieter Simon ist Prasident des IWM und
Honorarprofessor der Humboldt-Universi-
tat zu Berlin. Von 1995 bis 2005 war er
Prasident der Berlin-Brandenburgischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften.
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The Power of Vision
and the Gift for Narration

BY CORNELIA KLINGER

o commemorate a departed

person is not an easy task.

Which phase or event of his
life do we remember? Which fea-
ture of his personality, which aspect
of what he has been or done, do we
shed light on in commemoration?
The better we have known him, the
more difficult is this task because we
recall so many moments and facets.
As remembering necessarily implies
forgetting this can only be a simpli-
fied picture.

Immediately before our eyes we
see Krzysztof Michalski: the found-
er and Rector of the twm, the pub-
lic intellectual, the cosmopolitan,
the European and the Polish patriot
at the same time, the man of action,
the ‘naturally’ talented and most ef-
fectual manager—sometimes more
respected than loved—, the “man
among people’, a witty and charm-
ing person, with a very special sense
of humour, the smart and shrewd
player in power games, impressive-
ly well-connected to celebrities all
over the world.

All things considered, an ac-
tive and ambitious man, a force-
ful and successful personality. This
was the bright, publicly visible side
of Krzysztof Michalski. The other
side of his life was by no means in-
visible or dark, but it shone in a very
different light. Let me recall him for
amoment in his chosen profession,
or rather, vocation: as philosopher
and as teacher of philosophy.

“If you want to enter the realm of
philosophy”, he taught his students,
“you have to leave behind the certain-
ties of common sense and everyday
life, you have to un-know, to dis-ac-
quaint the world and yourself in or-
der to confront the absolute that is
the unknown” Let me try to eluci-
date this brusque advice to his stu-
dents by quoting from his last book,
The Flame of Eternity:") “At every
step—in the confrontation with the
unknown, which demands courage,
and in the pain of separating from
what has been dear till now—this
sense [of what I am, my identity, my
self, ck] is created anew. Everything
I know about myself, everything that
is familiar and my own, is in each
successive moment placed under a
question mark”. (p. 51)

Paul Ricceur famously called Karl
Marx, Sigmund Freud and Fried-
rich Nietzsche “the masters of sus-
picion”. Avec toute proportion gardée
Krzysztof belonged to this intellec-
tual tradition. He was less interested
in finite answers than in the infinite
questions behind them. He was en-
gaged in an existential, immediately
personal fashion in the ardent ques-
tions of time and eternity, life and
death. Wielding the sharp weapon of
logic, asserting “a reason that hurts”

he used philosophy as a way to deal

with the conditions of contingency,
or in his words: “the terrors of life”.
He envisioned the wretchedness of
existence as vividly as one of his fa-
vourite thinkers—Pascal—whom
he quoted not only in his writings
but during the months of his fa-
tal illness: “The final act is bloody,
however fine the rest of the play. In
the end they throw some earth over
our head and that is it forever” (p.
44) Unlike Pascal, Krzysztof did not

lar case of something. It is only the
prospect of death that makes the life
I am living my own.” (p. 82)
Considering the two sides in
Krzysztof Michalski’s life and per-
sonality one might come to think
that there was a split, a rift between
them, that there were two diverg-
ing parts that could not have fitted
together well. But no, this is not the
case. There were no “zwei Seelen, ach,
in meiner Brust”, no conflict of two
souls within his chest. Both identi-

We continued to dream

the original dream, namely to enlighten

the heads and hearts of citizens and to

mabke society a better place.

take refuge to a merciful god nor did
he trust in the stability and securi-
ty promised by scientific rationali-
ty. Following Nietzsche he rejected
the consolations (intoxication, nar-
cotic, anesthetic) of religious faith as
well as of secular knowledge. Follow-
ing Nietzsche he boldly embraced
the singularity and plurality of ex-
istence, of the world, of the self and
also even of thought and concept.
As a consequence, that is to say, as
a radically modern thinker, he ac-
cepted the boundaries and limits of
life as the very conditions of its pos-
sibility and of freedom. In this vein
he could write: “Death is closer to
me than any character trait [...] it
is more mine than the person I love
most or my most important task.
Without [...] death there is no me.
Death defines me: an irrepeatable in-
dividual, and not merely a particu-

ties, that of the doer as well as that
of the thinker followed from two ca-
pacities Krzysztof Michalski was en-
dowed with to an extraordinary ex-
tent: the power of vision and the gift
for narration. While Krzysztof the
philosopher envisioned the som-
bre nightmares of the human con-
dition, Michalski the man of action
had the rare capacity to transform
lucid dreams into reality.

I can think of no better way to il-
lustrate this latter ability than to re-
call the history of this amazing insti-
tution twM: Soon after Klaus Nellen
and I had met Krzysztof Michalski
in 1980 he started to convince us to
create an institution on the model
of the Interuniversity Center in Du-
brovnik (where we first met), that is
to say, to establish a place where in-
tellectuals and scholars from Eastern
and Western Europe (and the rest of

the world, of course) could meet, dis-
cuss and work together. He did not
only persuade two young philoso-
phers from Germany of his dream
to help overcome the division of Eu-
rope by the force of the mind but also
countless others, individuals and in-
stitutions who soon concurred in the
effort to found such an institution in
Vienna. When some years after the
foundation of the twM in 1982 the
iron curtain fell in 1989, this cer-
tainly did not happen as a result of
the power of Krzysztof Michalski’s
dreaming alone—and yet his, our
initial dream had come true.

Well, the realization of one dream
will never stop a true dreamer from
dreaming. In the decades after 1989
we continued to realize dreams to-
gether. Basically we dreamt of two
things:

Firstly, to develop the twm into
an institute for advanced study where
older and younger colleagues, out-
standing scholars and newcomers
could teach and learn on a face-to-
face level without the constraints of
big bureaucracy and hierarchy, where
scholars could pursue their research
sheltered from the pressures of the
academic business, where people
of radically converse opinions and
controversial ideas could think and
debate freely.

Even more important than just
to provide a comfortable resort for
a handful of lucky and privileged in-
tellectuals, we continued to dream
the original dream, namely to en-
lighten the heads and hearts of cit-
izens and to make society a better
place. In one way or another the var-
ious projects the Institute has initi-
ated and carried out over the course
of its existence serve this purpose.
One important example is the long-
term cooperation between Columbia
University of New York, represented
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by Ira Katznelson and Ken Prewitt,
and the twm. The conference on so-
cial solidarity?, the eighth in a se-
ries that started in 2005 to focus on
the pressing problems of inequality
and poverty in today’s world, was the
last conference Krzysztof Michalski
had planned and worked for until a
few days before his death.

I deeply deplore that Krzysz-
tof’s death forestalls the continua-
tion of his philosophical work. He
had many plans for the future, as for
example, to write on Hegel’s philos-
ophy of religion or on Carl Schmitt’s
concept of religion. And though I
am sure that Krzysztof the thinker
and Michalski the doer were in har-
mony as one and the same person, I
have to admit: there was a constant
struggle going on between the two
for the just share of his scarce time.
For so many years Krzysztof’s philo-
sophical ideas had to stand behind
Michalski’s indefatigable activities
to develop the rwm. His hopes (and
mine) to adjust this imbalance in the
long years of a quiet old age have
been thwarted.

While nobody can replace Krzysz-
tof the thinker to complete his proj-
ects, we are well prepared to carry on
the other part of his lifework. Three
decades ago a beautiful dreamer to-
gether with a few young companions
won sufficient support to establish
and—what is more—learnt to run
an institute for advanced study earn-
ing international renown over time.
This is, as far as I know, an unparal-
leled story. We handled our enter-
prise in the spirit of independence
and intellectual freedom, blending
academic rigor with entrepreneur-
ship, adding a pinch of audacity and
nonchalance. Of course, like life it-
self the existence of this institution
has never been safe in the past and
it cannot be expected that it will ever
become secure in the time ahead. And
yet, the dream has materialized and
found its unique stature. We will use
the force of vision and the power of
narration that we had the chance to
learn from Krzysztof Michalski to
convince as many people and insti-
tutions as possible to join us in the
effort to give twm a future. <

1) Krzysztof Michalski: The Flame of
Eternity: An Interpretation of Nietzsche’s
Thought, Princeton University Press, 2012

2) Conference: On Solidarity viir: Inequality
and Social Solidarity, April 5-7, 2013

Cornelia Klinger is Professor of Philo-
sophy at Tubingen University and IWM
Permanent Fellow. In May 2013 she was
appointed the Institute’s Acting Rector,
together with Michael Sandel, Professor
of Government at Harvard University and
member of the IWM Academic Advisory
Board. This text is based on the intro-
ductory speech given by Cornelia Klinger
at the Commemoration Ceremony for
Krzysztof Michalski on April 5, 2013.
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W “To all of us who knew him, Krzysz-
tof was a truly unusual person. Not a
philosopher-king, but a philosopher-
citizen, who was able to practice what
Thomas More had called ‘philosophia
civilior’, active in the here-and-now;
a Polish patriot and a true citizen of
the world, equally at home in meta-
physics and organizational know-
how, to whom none of us could ever
say ‘no’; a humanist in the Erasmian
mould. He inspired all of us, and we
shall all miss him deeply. The 1wm,
its achievements, its past and present
Fellows and friends, its outreach near
and far, will be his monument.”

Shlomo Avineri, Herbert Samuel
Professor of Political Science, Hebrew
University of Jerusalem; Member of the
IWM Academic Advisory Board

W, Mehr als drei Jahrzehnte war er
eine feste Grofse im Leben: ein Vor-
bild an Klugheit, Zuversicht, Mut,
Witz und Bescheidenheit.

Margret und Gottfried Boehm, Mitglied
des IWM-Vereinsvorstands

W “His presence, his intellectual stat-
ure, his deep approach to things and
people, his singular charisma will
be missed.”

Oliver Bouin, Director, RFIEA, Paris

W “He was a magnificent instructor
to all academics, like us, who wanted
to build a new institute and we have
gratefully used his example and nu-
merous advises. He was really great
in finding support for his ideals, ideas
and initiatives. We admired the way
he gained commitment for a wide
range of potential supporters, not only
financially but also intellectually. He
was convincing: it was just impossi-
ble to refuse him anything, you just
could not say no. The reward was
great: having a loyal friend and ex-
citing conferences.

He organized a broad scheme
of debates on pressing subjects of
the modern world, bringing togeth-
er various disciplines. He combined
being a philosopher of deep thoughts
and at the same time being a prac-
tical organizer with a lot of humour
and a sound scepticism of authority.
As the founding rector of the Iwm
he found a way to connect East and
West, during the Cold War and after
the fall of the Berlin Wall. He created
a new intellectual public atmosphere
and influenced political speeches. We
do hope that the Institute will cherish
his achievements and continue to car-
ry out his important work.”

Maarten Brands and Ton Nijhuis,
Director, Duitsland Instituut Amsterdam;
Member of the IWM Academic Advisory
Board

W ,Das 1wM ist wohl die beeindru-
ckendste internationale Einrichtung
der Geistes- und Sozialwissenschaften
in Osterreich. Es ist zu hoffen, dass
die Weiterfiihrung gelingt...“

Erhard Busek, ehemaliger 6sterreichisch-
er Vizekanzler und Kuratoriumsmitglied
des IWM, Wiener Zeitung, 14. 02. 2013

W, Michalskis plotzliches und uner-
wartetes Dahinscheiden trifft uns -
die wir mit dem Werk Jan Patockas
befasst sind, aber auch breitere in-
tellektuelle Kreise in Tschechien —
schmerzhaft. Sein Name wird mit dem
Schicksal von Patockas Werk auf im-
mer verbunden bleiben. Auf Empfeh-
lung von Patockas polnischer Kolle-
gin Irena Krotiska lernte Michalski als
Redakteur der Krakauer philosophi-
schen Zeitschrift Znak Jan Patocka im
Jahr 1973 per Korrespondenz kennen
und begann, sich mit ihm iiber seine
Dissertation zur Philosophie Martin
Heideggers auszutauschen. SchliefSlich
bat er Patocka, fiir Znak iiber seine
phdnomenologische Geschichtsauffas-
sung zu schreiben. Patocka nahm das
Angebot bereitwillig an, und bis 1975
entstanden so die Ketzerischen Essays
zur Philosophie der Geschichte. [...]
Ohne den aufopferungsvollen Einsatz
Krzysztof Michalskis wiire vieles von
dem, was erreicht wurde, insbeson-
dere was die internationale Rezepti-
on von Patockas Werk betrifft, nicht
vorstellbar gewesen.

Ivan Chvatik, Leiter des Jan Patoc¢ka-
Archivs, Center for Theoretical Study,
Prag, iDnes.cz, 18. 02. 2013

W, Mit Professor Michalski haben wir
einen Vertreter der besten Traditio-
nen der polnischen Philosophie, einen
Schiiler von Leszek Kolakowski, aber
auch von Jan Patocka, verloren, der
eine Symbolfigur der internationalen
wissenschaftlichen und intellektuellen
Zusammenarbeit war.“

Bogustaw Dybas, Direktor, Wissenschaftli-
ches Zentrum der Polnischen Akademie
der Wissenschaften in Wien

W, Fiir uns war Krzysztof Michalski ein
vertrauter Partner und interessierter
Begleiter der Stiftung seit den allerers-
ten Schritten, die wir unternommen
haben. Seine profunde Kenntnis der
brennenden Themen und der jeweils
aktuellen gesellschaftlichen Debatten
besonders in Zentral- und Osteuropa,
dort, wo wir titig sein wollten, hat uns
immens geholfen, die richtigen Mit-
streiter zu finden und die Kontexte zu
erkennen, innerhalb derer wir dann
zu arbeiten begonnen haben. Krzysz-
tof Michalski hat uns mitgenommen,
hat uns seine Netzwerke gedffnet. Er
hat uns eingeladen zu Projekten, die
— benannt nach Vorbildern wie Mile-
na Jesenskd oder Paul Celan oder zu
Werten wie der Solidaritdt - fiir un-
sere eigenen Initiativen zu vorbildli-
chen Beispielen wurden. Gemeinsam
durften wir die Diskussionsreihe ,, De-

bating Europe“ entwickeln, deren Rei-
gen nicht nur prominenter, sondern
auch prononcierter Gdste zeigte, wie
gern die Menschen kamen, wenn er
zum Diskutieren einlud. Als Direk-
tor und Spiritus Rektor des Instituts
fiir die Wissenschaften vom Men-
schen hat er genau darauf geachtet:
auf den Raum und die Gelegenheit
zum Austausch. Die Bibliothek, das
Herzstiick des Instituts, hat so viele
spannende Debatten beherbergt, und
auch wir haben uns, auch mit eigenen
Veranstaltungen, die wir dort abhal-
ten durften, diesem Geist nicht ent-
ziehen konnen. Krzysztof Michalski
hat das twM zu einem Zentrum fiir
kreative Intellektuelle aus der ganzen
Welt gemacht. Dank dieser Anzie-
hungskraft bereichert etwa auch Ivan
Krastev, Permanent Fellow am 1wM,
das Kuratorium der ERSTE Stiftung.
Wir konnten noch vieles beschreiben,
das wir Krzysztof Michalskis Arbeit
und seinem Geschick Menschen zu
verbinden, verdanken. Nichts davon
bringt uns jedoch den Menschen zu-
riick. Sein freundliches Wesen, seinen
trockenen Humor, seine Aufmerksam-
keit, wenn man mit ihm sprach. Er
wird uns einfach fehlen.”

Die Kolleglnnen der ERSTE Stiftung

W, Die Nachricht vom Ableben von
Prof. Krzysztof Michalski hat mich tief
bewegt. Der Verstorbene hat mit der
Griindung des Instituts fiir die Wis-
senschaften vom Menschen im Jahr
1982 eine Forschungsstitte schaffen
konnen, die durch den regen geis-
tigen Austausch zwischen Ost und
West, zwischen Wissenschaft und
Gesellschaft wesentlich zur Integra-
tion osteuropdischer Linder in Eu-
ropa beigetragen hat. Mit dem Able-
ben von Krzysztof Michalski ist ein
grofSer Philosoph von uns gegangen
und wir haben einen wahren Kdmp-
fer fiir die gerechte und menschliche
Welt verloren.

Werner Faymann, osterreichischer
Bundeskanzler

W, Der Griinder und Rektor hat sein
Institut fiir die Wissenschaften vom
Menschen (1wm) in sehr konsequen-
ter Arbeit unter den europdischen
Spitzeninstitutionen aufSeruniversi-
tirer Forschung im Bereich der Geis-
tes- und Gesellschaftswissenschaften
positioniert. [...] Aufgegeben hat er
nie. Auch nicht die Idee, dass Wien
und das 1wM, das zundchst die Auf-
gabe iibernommen hatte, Ideen und
Intellektuelle von diesseits und jenseits
des Eisernen Vorhanges miteinander
vertraut zu machen, auch und gera-
de nach dem Wendejahr 1989 eine
europdische Aufgabe haben. Mich-
alski war osterreichischer Staatsbiir-
ger, bekennender Pole, neugieriger
Transatlantiker und selbstverstindli-
cher Weltbiirger. Ich hatte das Gliick,

Krzysztof Michalski, der sowohl mit
der Presse als auch mit dem Standard
eine Reihe von Kooperationen ins Le-
ben gerufen hatte, personlich niher
kennenzulernen. Sein Humor, seine
Wertschitzung fiir Verschiedenheit
und seine Loyalitit machten es einem
leicht, ihn als Freund zu sehen |[...].
Ironisch-liebevoll war er auch dann,
wenn er Dankbarkeit zum Ausdruck
brachte. Da unterlegte er in seinen
Mails und sms-Botschaften die An-
rede M. sowohl mit meinem Vorna-
men als auch mit ,Mutti; weil er fand,
ich hdtte mich so gut um ihn gekiim-
mert. [...] Ich gehire zu den vielen,
die ihn vermissen werden.

Michael Fleischhacker, ehemaliger
Chefredakteur, Die Presse, 13. 02.2013

W, Mit grofSer Bestiirzung haben wir
vom Ableben unseres langjihrigen
Partners und Freundes des Hauses,
Krzysztof Michalski erfahren. Sei-
ne Gedanken zu den intellektuellen
Fragen unserer Zeit, seine Kreativi-
tit und nicht zuletzt sein warmher-
ziger Humor werden dem Burgthe-
ater schmerzlich fehlen.“

Matthias Hartmann und Corinna Lange,
Wiener Burgtheater

M, Ich wiinsche ihm, dass er dort, wo
er jetzt ist, endlich die MufSe dazu fin-
det, mit Nietzsche die weiter offenen
Fragen auszudiskutieren.

Otto Kallscheuer, Professor flir
Philosophie , Universitat Sassari, Italien

W, Der Tod von Rektor Krzysztof
Michalski ist ein schmerzlicher Ver-
lust fiir das intellektuelle Europa.
Er war ein scharfsinniger Vor- und
Querdenker, der in der Gffentlichen
Debatte in Osterreich fehlen wird.
Es erfiillt mich auch personlich mit
Trauer, habe ich doch iiber die letz-
ten Jahre immer wieder Gelegenheit
gehabt, mit ihm zusammen zu tref-
fen und zu arbeiten.“

Richard N. Kiihnel, Vertretung der
Europaischen Kommission in Osterreich

W, Die Verbindung nach Polen hat er
stets gehalten, auch als er 1982 in Wien
mit Cornelia Klinger und Klaus Nel-
len sein Institut fiir die Wissenschaf-
ten vom Menschen griindete. Die Be-
deutung dieses Instituts vor und nach
dem Fall der Mauer als Denkstitte
der europdischen Wiedervereinigung
kann kaum iiberschdtzt werden. In
das neutrale Osterreich kamen Intel-
lektuelle und ,Dissidenten; die nach
Deutschland nicht einreisen wollten —
oder nicht einreisen durften. In Wien
konnten wir Westler lernen, wie schal
unsere Zufriedenheit mit einem hal-
ben Europa war und dass die wesent-
lich von Solidarnosc angetriebene Be-

freiung Ostmitteleuropas auch unsere
Freiheit mehren wiirde. Im 9. Wiener
Bezirk wurden nicht die iiblichen
Ost-West-Dialoge abgehalten oder
Entspannungsiibungen friedlicher
Koexistenz zwischen den Systemen
veranstaltet, sondern der stets auch
politisch ergiebige Austausch wissen-
schaftlicher Positionen gepflegt. Die
Stadt Wien und die Republik Oster-
reich bekamen damit ihr erstes Insti-
tute for Advanced Study von interna-
tionaler Statur, was sie nicht immer
hinreichend zu schitzen wissen. [...]
Denker wie Charles Taylor und Ralf
Dahrendorf gingen im rwM ein und
aus, tiber die Bedeutung der Religi-
on in Europa etwa ist am 1wM friih
und intensiv nachgedacht worden.
Lebhaft erinnere ich einen Abend,
an dem der damalige griine Frakti-
onschef Joschka Fischer zundchst in
dffentlicher Runde, dann in kleinem
Kreis im nahegelegenen Beisl Stomach
und schliefSlich im Weinkeller des
Fiirsten Schwarzenberg mit der Fra-
ge rang, ob man angesichts der ethni-
schen Sduberungen im zerfallenden
Jugoslawien einen prinzipientreuen
Pazifismus aufrechterhalten konne.
Oder an eine Sommerschule in Cas-
tel Gandolfo, wo unter schweigender,
aber wacher Anteilnahme von Papst
Johannes Paul 11., einem personlichen
Freund Michalskis aus alten Krakau-
er Zeiten, amerikanische Neokonser-
vative, katholische Deutsche und ein
Freidenker wie Tony Judt iiber sozi-
ale Gerechtigkeit stritten. [...] Fiir
mich war Krzysztof Michalski ein
,Herr Europa, und in seinem Sinne
soll der Kampf fiir das vereinte Eu-
ropa weiter gehen.

Claus Leggewie, Direktor, Kulturwissen-
schaftliches Institut Essen, Stiddeutsche
Zeitung, 14. 02. 2013

W “We lost a great philosophical mind
and public intellectual of rare kind.
Krzysztof Michalski was a man of
many virtues and merits. His con-
tribution to the development of hu-
man sciences in Poland, Europe and
the United States is substantial. His
books on Heidegger and Nietzsche
formed whole generations of intel-
lectuals in our country. His influ-
ence reached far beyond academia.
We will never forget about Michals-
ki’s role in the construction of demo-
cratic open society in Poland and oth-
er post-communist societies.”

Marek Lubas, Director, Institute of
Sociology, Jagiellonian University Krakow

W “Krzysztof Michalski’s Institute for
the Human Sciences has long held
a special place, asking the defining
questions and attracting an astonish-
ing circle of exciting thinkers, coming
together at a point where ideas, heart
and society meet, and the future of
an enlivened, self-aware and hope-
ful Europe feels very real.”

Dardis McNamee, Editor-in-chief, Vienna
Review, March 2013
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W “With great dolor, I bid farewell to
Krzysztof on behalf of his friends at
Gazeta Wyborcza, a newspaper that
he honored with his essays. His death
leaves a void for all of us.”

Adam Michnik, Historian, publicist
and editor-in-chief, Gazeta Wyborcza,
12.02. 2013

W “Krzysztof was a man who really
mattered. To the intellectual world,
the political world, to East and West
and to our common hometown of Vi-
enna. I am so glad to have met him.”

Ewald Nowotny, Governor,
Osterreichische Nationalbank

W ‘A philosopher who came from East-
ern Europe to Vienna—with a global
vision, immense organizational talent
and great personal charme. An im-
pressive scholar—with the ability to
communicate beyond epistemic and
other boundaries. A human being—
who will be greatly missed.”

Helga Nowotny, President, European
Research Council; Member, IWM
Academic Advisory Board

W “The Helsinki Collegium for Ad-
vanced Studies will remain deeply
grateful to Krzysztof Michalski for his
support during his Net1As presidency.”

Sami Pihlstrom, Director, Helsinki
Collegium of Advanced Studies

W, Friih schon stand er in den europd-
ischen Startlochern. Als es in der zwei-
ten Hilfte der Achtzigerjahre Ostlich
des Eisernen Vorhangs zu brockeln be-
gann und die Zahl derer zunahm, die
das Ende der grofSen Spaltung herbei-
sehnten: Da hatte Krzysztof Michalski
langst sein Institut gegriindet, dessen
nicht geringste Aufgabe es sein sollte,
nicht Festtagsbriicken, sondern geistig
anspruchsvolle Stege zwischen Ost-,
Mittel- und Westeuropa zu schaffen.
[...] In Polen hatte er mit Leszek Ko-
lakowski zusammengearbeitet, der -
fast mochte man sagen: exemplarisch
- den Weg vom tiberzeugten Sozia-
listen zum skeptischen Gottsucher
durchlaufen hatte. Michalski gelang
es friih, als Lehrender in der Bundes-
republik Deutschland Fuf8 zu fassen.
Doch er vergaf$ sein Polen nicht. Dort
brannte die Fackel der Freiheit, auch
ein gewisser Karol Wojtyla hielt sie
in der Hand, und Michalski gehor-
te, wenn auch strikter Laie, zu des-
sen Umfeld. Mit einer Empfehlung
Wojtylas ging er in den mitteleuro-
pdischen Westen, nach Wien, und
schlug dort ein ,Institute for Huma-
nities‘ vor. 1982 war es gegriindet, es
hief§ am Ende ,Institut fiir die Wis-
senschaften vom Menschen; Michal-
ski wurde und blieb Rektor. Das Ins-
titut war dem Osterreichischen Staat
willkommen, er verwohnte es finan-
ziell aber nie. Dennoch erbliihte es

schnell und wurde wirklich zu einer
ost-westeuropdischen intellektuellen
Werkstatt. [...] Krzysztof Michal-
ski bestand immer darauf, ein For-
schender und Lehrender zu bleiben,
die Hilfte des Jahres versah er eine
Professur fiir Philosophie in Boston.
Vor allem aber war er wirklich das,
was man einen Vermittler nennt. Mit
Leidenschaft brachte er Menschen
zusammen, suchte Stipendiaten aus
und achtete dabei sehr darauf, dass
das Pendel nicht nur in eine Rich-
tung ausschlug: Christen und Musli-
me, libertire Linke und konservative
Theologen, Empiriker und Visiondre
- alle sollten es sein. [...] Europa hat
nicht viele, die wie er Europder des
ganzen Kontinents sind.“

Thomas Schmid, Journalist und Heraus-
geber der WELT Gruppe, Die Welt,
15.02. 2013

W, Wien und Europa hat einen wun-
derbaren Denker, einen wahren Hu-
manisten, einen grofSen Philosophen
verloren, einen Menschen, der Wien
nicht nur Ideen und Gedanken gege-
ben, sondern in dieser Stadt Raum
fiir intellektuellen Diskurs geschaf-
fen hat, einen Denk-Ort, einen Nach-
denk-Ort, einen biirgerlichen Salon
und einen Treffpunkt der globalen
Intelligenzija.“

was not only a philosopher, but also
a custodian of the legacy of eminent
humanists from Central and Eastern
Europe. It is enough to mention Jan
Patocka, Jozef Tischner or Bronistaw
Geremek, whom he commemorated
by giving their names to prestigious
fellowships at the Institute. Will there
be anyone who will commemorate the
life and work of Michalski with the
same care and, above all, skill? [...]
Michalski used to come once a year to
lead a two-week seminar at the Uni-
versity of Warsaw, which was dedi-
cated to German philosophy (usual-
ly Nietzsche) and taking place in the
Centre of Studies of Ancient Tradi-
tion, in the imperium of yet another
centaur—philosopher and organiz-
er—Jerzy Axer. Before the classes, the
atmosphere was filled with expecta-
tions: students were waiting for ‘that
Krzysztof Michalski’ and they were
curious whether the meeting would
be as everyone says’. Indeed, every-
thing was special. Michalski would
dwell for hours on one philosophical
question, he would walk from left to
right and toss pieces of chalk, and,
instead of making breaks between
the sentences, he would say ‘iszsz’ or
perhaps the German ‘ich’, as if it was
a secret response to the Heideggeri-
an Seinsfrage or as if the professor
had burned himself with the flame
of eternity’...”

Thomas Seifert, Chefredakteur,
Wiener Zeitung

W “twM was to become both a home
for the Patocka archive and a forum
for intellectuals on both sides of the
Iron Curtain. In time it acquired a
broader profile as a community of
scholars devoted to overcoming bound-
aries between East and West. Michal-
ski remained 1wM’s rector until his
death. He was a rare intellectual with
a talent for organization. [...] He be-
lieved that philosophers should con-
tinue to ask the big questions: about
the meaning of life, of death, of his-
tory. He was preoccupied with the
problem of the passing of time and
with the historicality of reason, un-
derstanding and truth.”

Marci Shore, Associate Professor of
History, Yale University; IWM Visiting
Fellow, The Times, 22. 02. 2013

W “We admired him greatly as a man
of deep understanding and remark-
able ability to do good in the world”

Grace and Bob Silvers, Editor,
New York Review of Books

W “In Poland, the books of Krzysztof
Michalski were groundbreaking, as
they introduced the thought of Mar-
tin Heidegger and modern German
philosophy. To the world, Michalski

Stawomir Sierakowski, Editor-in-chief,
Krytyka Polityczna, 12. 02. 2013

B “What were Krzysztof's views?
When he left Poland, they were lib-
eral-conservative. His experiences
in the West made him move to the
left, but not in a partisan sense. He
had friends among Christian dem-
ocrats, conservatives and socialists.
Also in Poland he tried to maintain
good relations with different politi-
cal currents, but his sympathies were
obvious. The field of his ideological
identification was marked by prom-
inent Poles—]Jozef Tischner, Leszek
Kotakowski, Bronistaw Geremek
and Jacek Kuron—whose memories
he aimed to preserve. He organized a
series of big conferences on social pol-
itics in the us and Europe and he de-
voted them to Jacek Kuron. He was a
faithful friend, and he fought a con-
scious, persistent battle for the place
of such people in the Polish and inter-
national collective memory.”

Aleksander Smolar, Chairman of the
Board, Stefan Batory Foundation,
Warsaw; Member, IWM Academic
Advisory Board, Polityka, 19. 02. 2013

W, Zuerst war das twM nicht mehr
als eine kleine Wohnung im neunten
Wiener Gemeindebezirk. Doch Mich-
alski, der titige Philosoph, gab nicht
auf und schaffte es mit der ihm eige-
nen Aktivitit, daraus ein internatio-
nal sichtbares geistes- und sozialwis-
senschaftliches Institute for Advanced
Study zu machen.“

Klaus Taschwer, Der Standard,
12.02. 2013

W “Krzysztof was a thinker with a very
wide vision; he had an unerring sense
for what needed to be said, worked
on, explored, discussed; what people
needed to be connected to each oth-
er, and what debates had to be fought
out. Very often he brought nothing
but that to the table, and with it he
managed to convince foundations, in-
tellectuals, and even skeptical politi-
cians. He built a great organization
and drew together a great network.
Such people are rare. It was a great
shock to lose him. I hope we can car-
ry on his work.”

Charles Taylor, Professor em. of
Philosophy, McGill University, Montréal;
IWM Permanent Fellow, Kultura Liberalna,
19. 02. 2013

W, Wissenschafts- und Forschungsmi-
nister Karlheinz Tochterle zeigte sich
betroffen iiber das Ableben des Rek-
tors und Griinders des Instituts fiir
die Wissenschaften vom Menschen
(1wm) Krzysztof Michalski. ,Seine
Arbeit hat wesentlich dazu beigetra-
gen, Ideen und Erfahrungen aus dem
Osten Europas in westliche Debatten
zu tragen. Das twm und Osterreich
verlieren einen wichtigen Botschafter
der grenziiberschreitenden Verstindi-
gung, so Minister Tochterle. Seit der
Griindung im Jahr 1982 hat sich das
1wM auf die Trennlinien zwischen Ost
und West konzentriert, spdter wur-
de der wissenschaftliche Fokus auf
die Balkanregion sowie die Staaten
der ehemaligen Sowjetunion ausge-
dehnt. Unter der Fiihrung von Krzys-
ztof Michalski hat sich das twm zu
einem renommierten Forschungsins-
titut entwickelt und dazu beigetragen,
Wien als intellektuelles Zentrum zwi-
schen Ost und West zu positionieren.
Ein personliches Anliegen war Mich-
alski auch der Dialog zwischen Kirche
und Wissenschaft, etwa im Rahmen
der Gespriche in Castel Gandolfo, die
er fiir ,seinen’ polnischen Papst kon-
zipieren und leiten durfte. ,Krysztof
Michalski war einer der bedeutends-
ten Intellektuellen unserer Zeit, der es
verstand, unterschiedliche Denkschu-
len, Disziplinen und gesellschaftliche
Grundfragen zusammen zu fiihren.
Als Briickenbauer zwischen Wissen-
schaft und Politik hinterldsst er eine
grofSe Liicke; so Wissenschaftsminis-
ter Tochterle abschliefSend.

APA OTS, 12.02. 2013

W, Krzysztof Michalski erlebte ich als
absolut ungewohnliche Personlichkeit.
Ein Philosoph mit hochsten wissen-
schaftlichen Anspriichen, gleichzeitig
ein Finanzierungs- und Organisati-
onstalent ersten Ranges mit ‘Gefiihl’
fiir Medienarbeit; praktisch aus dem
Nichts schuf er in Wien das 1w, ein
transatlantisches Zentrum fiir Intel-
lektuelle. Krzysztof Michalski kannte
anscheinend (fast) jede(n), der (die)
auf diesen Feldern eine gewichtige
Rolle einnimmt, aber — so meine ich
- mit sproder Distanz, ohne die ge-

ringste Anbiederung. Ein Mann mit
Eigenschaften geradezu paradoxer
Mischung. Eindeutig Pole, gleichzei-
tig auch Osterreicher und Kosmopolit,
der in Wien, Boston und Warschau
gleichermafSen zu Hause war. Bei all-
dem kein akademischer Wichtigtuer,
sondern begnadet mit trockenem Witz
- bei allen losbaren und unlosbaren
Problemen gab’s auch was zu lachen,
zumindest zu licheln. [...] Unser Ver-
lust ist grofs, sehr grofs.”

Alexander Van der Bellen, Wiener
Gemeinderat und Beauftragter der Stadt
Wien fur Universitaten & Forschung

W “T will miss Krzysztof s wonderful,
mischievous sense of humor and su-
perb sense of intellectual taste. This
deprives me of the chance to come to-
gether with him again, which makes
me feel very sad; but it also deprives
the world of a person who made much
good happen in the world. The twm
has been great outpost of intellectu-
al and moral daring. I do trust you
all will find a way to carry on your
mission.”

Lindsay Waters, Executive Editor for the
Humanities, Harvard University Press

W “Krzysztof Michalski was an inde-
fatigable idealist with his feet firmly
on the ground, a majestic intellect, a
persevering fighter and deeply appre-
ciating and loyal friend. His memo-
ry will be indelibly inscribed in all
who worked and fought and laughed
with him.”

Annabelle and George Weidenfeld,
Chairman of Weidenfeld & Nicolson
Publishers, London; President, Institute
for Strategic Dialogue, London; Member,
IWM Board of Patrons

W “We have all lost an outstanding
scholar and a courageous human
being of the greatest integrity and of
uncompromisingly high standards of
scholarship. What he achieved both in
scholarly and institutional terms was
absolutely exceptional.”

Bjorn Wittrock, University Professor,
Uppsala University; Principal, Swedish
Collegium for Advanced Study (SCAS),
Uppsala

A complete list of all obituaries
is available on the IWM website.
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A True Cit

izen of the World

BY IRA KATZNELSON AND CLAUS OFFE

ver the course of three de-

cades, the annual programs

of twm have been testimo-
ny to the protean mind, intellectu-
al energy, and normative commit-
ments of Krzysztof Michalski, the
founder and spiritus rector of this
unique institution. What an ambi-
tion is inscribed in its very name: In-
stitut fiir die (implying all) Wissen-
schaften vom Menschen! Yet that is
what Krzysztof wrought. Spanning
philosophy and public affairs, social
movements and public policy, ana-
lytical history and value-based as-
sessments, social sciences and the
humanities, the Institute, over the
years of continued growth, has of-
fered a home for these engagements
of the highest order.

From the very start, as a mar-
tial law regime was being installed
in Warsaw and long before anyone
could anticipate the fall of the Berlin
Wall, Krzysztof fashioned the Insti-
tute to serve as a robust European in-
stitution, connecting East and West.
As such, the Institute came to have
a strong formative impact on west-
ern scholars and intellectuals who
were offered the chance to discover
the heterogeneous and mostly un-
derground cultures of investigation
and debate in the East, and on their
eastern colleagues, including a young
generation, who had been cut off by
the Iron Curtain from wider Europe-
an currents. These connections at the
founding in 1981/82 were unprec-
edented, perhaps even utopian. By
acting, Krzysztof and his colleagues
allied the Institute with emerging
deep currents, and thus with pos-
sibilities for profound change. Ever

n
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since, his work as an academic lead-
er and public intellectual never lost
an unremitting focus on the spiritu-
al and cultural contours of “Europe”

Then young, just 34 and hav-
ing earned a doctorate in Philoso-
phy at Warsaw University in 1974,
his work was inspired by the Czech
phenomenologist Jan Patocka and
specialized in Heidegger’s and Ga-
damer’s writings, and, later, those
of Husserl and Nietzsche. With this
background, Krzysztof must have
seemed an unlikely person to take
on such an audacious challenge. Re-
minding others of the need for the
virtues of “decency” and “courage,”
he was fully aware that the new ven-
ture would require “much patience,
diplomatic skill, tact, and sensitiv-
ity as he put things early on. Just
these traits he possessed to an ex-
ceptional and exemplary extent.
Even then, he possessed the nec-
essary imagination, drive, and dar-
ing. Even then, he combined range
and curiosity with rigor and depth.
And he exhibited a burning desire
to recover an idea of Europe imag-
ined from the East, insisting that it
be combined with a cosmopolitan
and tolerant sensibility.

At once deeply Polish, marked by
training in Cracow and by political
commitments forged in times both
difficult and uncertain, and at home
in institutions, cities, and networks
that were far-flung, Krzysztof em-
braced Vienna as a city where ex-
changes across East-West border-
lands might be possible—a site that
itself was in search of a post-imperi-
al, and, later, post-Cold War purpose.
He came to this task with the help of

Photo: IWM

a highly diverse network he brought
from his Polish milieu, with contacts
ranging from the new Polish Pope to
Jacek Kuron, from Adam Michnik to
Fr. Jozef Tischner, and extending to
the exiled Leszek Kotakowski. The
task concerning Central and East Eu-
ropean countries, Krzysztof argued,
was to “rediscover and remodel their
self-understanding under completely
changed conditions.” Very soon, his
visionary project and personal mag-
netism engaged the support of such
leading western thinkers as Hans-
Georg Gadamer and Charles Taylor,
Edward Shils and Ralf Dahrendorf,
Fritz Stern and Reinhard Koselleck,
Emmanuel Lévinas and Paul Ricceur.
These persons first yielded to his im-
portuning, but soon became close
colleagues and often dear friends.
Over the years, the interests,
networks, and subjects that Krzysz-
tof brought within the ambit of the
Institute broadened to include the
United States, which itself became
a second home once he began his
professorship at Boston University
in 1987. More than anyone we know,
Krzysztof was both a true European
and an Atlantic intellectual who ur-
gently tried to bridge what he came
to see as a “growing rift between Eu-
rope and the United States.” Yet no-
body could have mistaken him for a
representative of the “new Europe”
as styled by American neoconserva-
tives. As in Vienna, from Boston, he
crafted relationships with persons in

ident of the European Commission
on the “The Spiritual and Cultural
Dimension of Europe” during the
early years of this century, and of-
ten consulted with ranking members
of the Commission to offer point-
ed advice. And he managed to tol-
erate, even provide a forum for, fig-
ures whose views he deeply disliked.

Over the years, especially since
the nineties, Krzysztof fortified the
Institute’s attention to the entwined
fates of social justice, including gen-
der justice, and solidarity, thus on
challenges that had not been re-
solved by state socialism, becoming
ever more urgent on top of its ruins,
and throughout the West, where in-
equalities multiplied. Regarding these
vexing questions, as indeed, on all
the others with which he sought to
deal, the free play of ideas at the In-
stitute always was a good deal more
than a bromide or slogan.

This spirit of intellectual and po-
litical pluralism also characterized
the remarkable conferences he orga-
nized at the invitation of Pope John
Paul 11 at Castel Gandolfo during the
summer. With topics that included
European identities after the fall of
Communism, cross-cultural con-
ceptions of time, and recent histo-
riography dealing with the Enlight-
enment, Krzysztof promoted various
forms of boundary-crossing with
great composure.

But it was not simply the promi-
nent or well-endowed whom he

He exhibited a burning desire

to recover an idea of Europe

imagined from the East, insisting that

it be combined with a cosmopolitan

and tolerant sensibility.

the academy, journalism, and pub-
lic affairs across a wide spectrum of
politics and scholarship. He also in-
duced such leading scholars as Tony
Judt and Timothy Snyder, whose
main institutional affiliations were
in the United States, to play a cen-
tral role in Vienna.

Personally modest and reserved,
Krzysztof never shrank from person-
al engagement with a wide range of
persons, encompassing those who
possessed political power as well
as individuals who sought to speak
truth to power. Within democratic
life, his friendships crossed divisions
of partisanship and ideology to in-
clude Kurt Biedenkopf and Joschka
Fischer, Bronistaw Geremek and Al-
fred Gusenbauer; that is, persons who
wished to accomplish both. On the
character of Europe, he chaired the
Reflection Group advising the Pres-

wished to cultivate. For Krzysztof
was especially drawn to younger
talent. He offered a special boost to
emerging intellectuals and aspiring
politicians from East and Central Eu-
rope, without neglecting those from
other locations. The various fellow-
ship programs he created, combined
with the Institute’s spirited lecture
series, remarkable library, Cortona
Summer School, and lively informal
and conference exchanges provided
a fertile framework for the conduct
of meaningful intellectual life, one
lacking in self-celebration or the
pomp of academic elitism. Rather,
the style Krzysztof cultivated facili-
tated mutual inspiration by fellows,
guests, and staff for the sake of sober
and serious labor, always leavened
by a keen sense of the ridiculous.
Across the range of scholar-
ly, political, and funding networks,

Krzysztof garnered profound respect
earned through his aura of purpose
and practical achievement. His wry
humor, quiet warmth, ability to lis-
ten, and embedded loyalty repeated-
ly transformed even the most formal
of relationships into lasting bonds.
Concurrently, he exhibited a much
admired ability to raise funds for the
Institute from governments, foun-
dations, and individuals by deploy-
ing skills that were part and parcel of
his authenticity and that persuaded
by the power of his intellectual judg-
ment and normative steadfastness.

For each of us, the personal and
intellectual friendship he offered was
prized. Krzysztof taught us much
about connections between values
and institutions, learning and net-
works. His uncompromising stan-
dards and persistent energy, even
when ill, drew us, as it did tens upon
tens of others into his orbit. Togeth-
er, we had the chance to experience
this constellation of traits when he
invited us both to participate, in the
wake of 1989, in an effort to build
indigenous policy capacity to craft
a post-Communist social state in
Budapest and Warsaw, Prague and
Bratislava. Together, we also partici-
pated with our colleague Kenneth
Prewitt in shaping a series of con-
ferences over the past decade that
have grappled with the complexi-
ties of solidarity, as concept and re-
ality, for our time.

All the while, Krzysztof sustained
his vocation as a penetrating schol-
ar. In addition to Boston, he held a
professorship at the University of
Warsaw, a post he first secured in
1986 after being habilitated there in
philosophy. His books on logic and
time, on theories of meaning, and,
most notably on human finiteness
in The Flame of Eternity (see pub-
lications, p. 24), whose radical re-
reading of Nietzsche has attracted
devoted attention by readers in Pol-
ish, German, and English, mark out
a philosophical career of originality
and distinction.

He was, in short, as our colleague
Shlomo Avineri has observed, “a
truly unusual person. Not a philo-
sopher-king, but a philosopher-citi-
zen, who was able to practice what
Thomas More had called ‘philoso-
phia civilior; active in the here-and-
now; a Polish patriot and a true citi-
zen of the world, equally at home
in metaphysics and organization-
al know-how, to whom none of us
could ever say ‘no’; a humanist in
the Erasmian mold” <«

Ira Katznelson is Professor of Political

Science and History at Columbia Uni-

versity, New York, and President of the
Social Science Research Council.

Claus Offe is Professor of Political
Sociology at the Hertie School of Gov-
ernance in Berlin. Both are members of
the IWM Academic Advisory Board.
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t's too bad
Krzysztot IS not here

BY TIMOTHY SNYDER

fter the Iron Curtain de-

scended, what Winston

Churchill in 1946 could still
call the “famous cities” of Eastern
Europe came to seem oriental and
mysterious. East and West became
different worlds, divided by military
alliances, economic systems, and
ideologies. Those who sought ways
through and around the Iron Cur-
tain had to rely on ideas that preced-
ed and might outlast the geopoliti-
cal division, and conversations that
would in the meantime seem en-
lightening on both sides.

The Polish thinker Krzysztof Mi-
chalski, who died on February 11
in Vienna, was one of the few who
found such ways, and he became
one of the architects of the Europe
that emerged after the end of com-
munism. Born in Warsaw, he de-
voted his life to the risky proposi-
tion that philosophical discussion,
in the right setting, could bring to-
gether Poles and Germans, East-
ern and Western Europeans, and
eventually Europeans and Ameri-
cans. He exemplified what Thomas
More called philosophia civilior, or
civil philosophy, which “knows its
stage” and “adapts itself to the play
in hand” The stage was the Europe
of ideas; the play was the Cold War
and its resolution. The Iron Curtain
could be crossed and might be raised.

Michalski’s youthful vision of
a common European conversation
arose from the seriousness of the
Continental philosophical tradition
in Poland and the predicaments of
scholarship under its Communist
regime. In the late 1960s, when he
was a student there, Warsaw Univer-
sity had world-class philosophers,

Krzysztof Michalski in Mangalia (Romania) in 1970

a seminar in Dubrovnik with Hans-
Georg Gadamer, Michalski had the
idea of founding an institute for ad-

vanced study where Eastern Euro-
pean thinkers (above all dissidents)
could meet Western European schol-
ars. The point was not to reconcile of-
ficial ideological divisions, but rath-
er to reach human understanding
and establish friendships as a “side
effect of intellectual work on sub-
jects of common interest.”
Michalski was anticipating, and
resolving, a practical problem in the
Eastern European political thought
of the day. In the 1980s Eastern Eu-
ropean dissidents defined “civil so-
ciety” as the independent activity of
people who ignored the oppressive
Communist state and sought authen-
tic relationships that might, by indi-
rection, create a new sort of politics.
Véclav Havel and Adam Michnik
spoke of “living in truth” or “living

He became one of the architects

of the Europe that emerged

after the end of communism.

including Leszek Kotakowski. Mi-
chalski belonged to the spectacular
Polish revolutionary generation of
1968, dispersed when the Communist
regime expelled many of its bright-
est members as “Zionists” and fired
their teacher Kotakowski. Michalski
remained in Poland and wrote a dis-
sertation on Heidegger, befriending
the Polish priest-phenomenologist
Jozef Tischner and the Czech phe-
nomenologist Jan Patocka.
Michalski’s second book, on Hus-
serl, brought him to West Germany,
where he impressed teachers and
made friends. In spring 1980, during

as if we were free” The weakness of
these inspiring ideas was their un-
derstandable suspicion of the state:
civil society cannot endure without
institutions, which require not just
honesty but tact, not only courage
but connections. Michalski had all
of these. As a scholar in his thirties
he managed to obtain the backing
of German scholars and founda-
tions, the city of Vienna, the gov-
ernment of Austria, George Soros,
and even Pope John Paul 11, who,
as Karol Wojtyla, was a fellow Pol-
ish philosopher and a friend, for his
Institute for Human Sciences. This

was independent activity, but with
structure and support.

It took some courage, all the
same. Funding was very limited at
the beginning and uncertain through-
out. Michalski and his partners, the
young German philosophers Corne-
lia Klinger and Klaus Nellen, aban-
doned normal academic careers for
an uncertain mission in a city where
they were little known. They chose
Vienna because it was “at the Iron
Curtain, but in a neutral country”
Communist regimes were more likely
to allow their citizens to travel there
than to a member of NATO.

The first project of the Institute
was to publish the collected works of
Michalski’s mentor Patocka, which
was harder than it sounds. Patocka
had signed Charter 77, the demand
from Czechoslovak dissidents that the
Communist regime respect the rule
of law. He had died in 1977 under
police interrogation. The loyal Czech
students of his illegal underground
seminar rescued his many unpub-
lished works from his apartment be-
fore the police arrived. Soon after the
founding of the Institute, Michals-
ki’s friend Nellen began to smuggle
Patocka’s papers across the Czecho-
slovak-Austrian border. From these
beginnings an Eastern European
thinker became a generally known
philosopher; writings that were cir-
culating only in Czech samizdat be-
came books accessible in the West.

At the same time Michalski be-
gan to organize yearly visits of lead-
ing humanists to meet John Paul 11 at
the papal summer residence of Cas-
tel Gandolfo, as part of a long-term
project on enlightenment and faith.
This was the first of several under-
takings that, at first glance, seemed
of special interest to Eastern Eu-
rope, but which in fact permitted
movement across the entire Euro-
pean stage. As rector of the Insti-
tute for Human Sciences, Michals-

ki sponsored inquiries into, among
other subjects, the state of higher ed-
ucation, social inequality after free-
market reforms, the spiritual bases of
European integration, gender equal-
ity, and women’s rights.

This intellectual agenda, as befits
civil philosophy, was both profound

hoto: Perla Kacman

of his wicked anecdotes concerned
the great and the good (John Paul
11, for example) who had made his
work possible. Though he was good
at persuading people to help, he nev-
er used them as instruments; earthy
stories make us all human: teller, lis-
tener, victim alike.

The civility of Krzysztof’s phi-
losophy resided in his will to create
what he called a “free space” for the
discussion of ideas; it did not involve
concessions to fashion or compro-
mises in style. He engaged with the
deep questions of the phenomeno-
logical tradition: What, when, and
why is human being? His final study,
The Flame of Eternity (see publica-
tions, p. 24), a radical reinterpreta-
tion of Nietzsche through religious
thought, begins from Nietzsche’s fer-
tile paradox: “This life, your eternal
life!” It is the furthest thing from dry
philosophy: the chapter on love, for
example, summons the Christian im-
age of heavenly sweat (coeli sudor)
and the Jewish notion of the dew
of God (talia). Love eternal: “in the
blink of an eye” it unites us with an

He engaged with the deep questions

of the phenomenological tradition:

What, when, and why is human being?

and timely; it permitted a continua-
tion of activity through the transfor-
mations of the late 1980s and early
1990s. When communism came to
an end in those years, people who
had been fellows of the Institute rose
to high positions in culture and pol-
itics. But such accomplishments un-
derstate its importance, which re-
sides above all in intellectual and
personal relationships that made
European unity seem axiomatic. It
was here, for example, that Tony Judt
directed the project that became his
book Postwar (2006), which more
than any work has undivided Eu-
ropean history.

It was characteristic of Michal-
ski’s unusual blend of intensity and
charm that he believed that an eso-
teric name, “human sciences,” could
successfully advertise a social en-
deavor. He could brood with the
best of them; some visiting fellows of
the Institute claim they never heard
him say a word. His speech mixed
seductive charisma and professo-
rial absentmindedness. He would
sometimes forget which language
he was speaking. He was amusing
in English; he was funny in Ger-
man; he was riotous in Polish. Most

other and calls into question all pre-
vious certainties; in this, Michalski
writes, it is like death, and prepares
us for death, not as consolation but
as awareness that we enter the un-
knowable more than once.

The sense of practiced eternity,
perhaps a mark of love, surrounded
Krzysztof’s allegiances. It was easy to
be surprised by the mature grace of
his two adult daughters, Kalina and
Julia, because he told stories of their
girlhood as though they were anec-
dotes from last week. “It’s too bad
that Wojtyla is not here,” he might
say, smiling, as though his friend the
pope had not just died the most pub-
lic death in history, but were simply
somewhere else, “I would ask him
to put in a good word for you.” Or:
“It’s too bad Patocka is not here,” as
if the teacher who had been killed
three decades before were just oth-
erwise occupied, “because he was
very interested in that question.”
It’s too bad Krzysztof is not here. <

Timothy Snyder is Bird White Housum
Professor of History at Yale University and
IWM Permanent Fellow. This obituary was
first published by The New York Review of
Books on March 21, 2013.

NO. 111 + SEPTEMBER 2012 — APRIL 2013



18

IN MEMORIAM KRZYSZTOF MICHALSKI

IWMpost

FIin Tanzer
Zwischen den Welten

VON ALFRED GUSENBAUER

SR PO

Krzysztof Michalski im Gesprach
mit Fyodor Lukyanov, Karel
Schwarzenberg und Ivan Krastev
(von links nach rechts).

m Samstag, dem 22. De-

zember 2012, nachmittags,

habe ich Krzysztof das letzte
Mal in seiner Wohnung im 1. Wie-
ner Gemeindebezirk besucht. Wel-
cher Kontrast war hier spiirbar. Drau-
en wilzten sich die - trotz Krise
- konsumhungrigen Massen durch
die weihnachtsbeleuchteten Fufigin-
gerzonen der Innenstadt, um ihre
letzten Weihnachtsbesorgungen zu
machen. Drinnen sitzt der miide ge-
wordene, gesundheitlich angeschla-
gene Philosoph inmitten seiner Bii-
cher und vergilbten Fotos. Scheinbar
haben die Welt des ,,Draufien und
des ,, Drinnen® nichts miteinander zu
tun. Wir trinken — wie immer — wenn
wir uns in der Predigergasse treffen.
Dort wohnt mein Freund Krzysztof,
der so gar nichts von einem Predi-
ger an sich hatte. Der kritische, im-
mer skeptische Philosoph war stets
auf der Suche nach neuen Fragen,
auch wenn die alten noch nicht be-
antwortet waren. Ich trinke Wod-
ka, er trinkt diesmal Tee und Was-
ser. Alkohol vertrégt sich nicht gut
mit seinen Medikamenten. ,,Krzys-
ztof, welche Krankheit plagt Dich?
Die Freunde, auch jene in Amerika,
machen sich Sorgen. Kénnen wir Dir
helfen?“ ,Ja, ich habe etwas abge-
nommen. Ja, und die Krankheit ist
schlimm. Aber die Arzte haben al-
les unter Kontrolle — sagen sie.“ Er
bleibt skeptisch gegeniiber der Kunst
der Arzte, gegeniiber seinem weite-
ren Verbleib auf Erden. Kein Hauch
von Kapitulation oder Hoffnungslo-
sigkeit streift ihn, aber auch kein Hur-
ra-Optimismus. Wir diskutieren die
fir April 2013 geplante Solidaritats-
konferenz. Es soll um Ungleichheit

| ]
]

1l
il
1

und soziale Solidaritit gehen. Da-
mit wollen wir unsere - seit vielen
Jahren bestehende — Konversation
zwischen Intellektuellen, Politikern
und Wirtschaftsleuten aus Euro-
pa und den usa fortsetzen. Krzysz-
tof war immer bestrebt, intelligen-
te Leute zusammenzubringen, von
links bis rechts, von griin bis libe-
ral, von laizistisch bis klerikal, nur
totalitire Geister mied er. Politische
Kritik an Andersdenkenden pfleg-

der offentlichen Hand - der Repu-
blik Osterreich und der Gemeinde
Wien - an, das Institut zu unterstiit-
zen. Auch ich bekam das als Partei-
vorsitzender und Bundeskanzler zu
spiiren. Aber bei ihm steckte viel
mehr dahinter. Er wollte die durch
den Eisernen Vorhang lange getrenn-
ten, oft zerrissenen Gespréchsfiden
der europaischen Ideengeschichte
wieder verkniipfen und sie verbin-
den mit dem Diskurs in Amerika, wo

lich bei, das Denken dieses aufler-

ordentlichen Papstes zu erweitern.

Krzysztof unterrichtete an der
Boston University und hielt sich im
Kreis von Ira Katznelson, Ken Prewitt,
Richard Sennett und Cathy Newman
auf. Er brachte Charles Taylor nach
Wien. George Soros suchte die Dis-
kussion mit ihm ebenso wie Giulia-
no Amato. Kurt Biedenkopf, Josch-
ka Fischer, Lord Dahrendorf und
Claus Offe waren oft zu Gast. Eine

Er hinterldsst nicht nur Spuren und Erinnerungen,

Empfindungen und Trostungen. Das twM - als intellektuelle

Begegnungsstiitte des freien Geistes — bleibt hoffentlich

noch lange das Denkmal, das an ihn erinnert.

te er mit den fiir ihn typischen weit
aufgerissenen, neugierigen Augen,
seinem tiefen Lachen und einem la-
konischen ,,aber er ist zumindest in-
telligent® abzutun.

Viele werden sich fragen, wie
es dieser, meist skeptisch blicken-
de, von keinerlei Moden beriihrte,
tiefsinnige Philosoph aus Polen ge-
schafft hat, die international aner-
kannteste geisteswissenschaftliche
Einrichtung Osterreichs - das iwm
Institut fiir die Wissenschaften vom
Menschen - aufzubauen. Ich gebe
zu, er konnte nervtotend bis uner-
traglich sein, wenn er als Subventi-
onsschnorrer auftrat. Nachdem er
weltweit vor allem privates Funding
aufstellte, sah er es als Verpflichtung

die européischen Wurzeln zu einer
eigenstindigen Tradition des Den-
kens gereift sind, die heute vielen in
Europa fremd erscheint.

Krzysztof war an vielen Orten zu
Hause. In Warschau pflegte er sei-
ne Beziehungen zu jenem liberalen
Kern der polnischen Intelligenz, der
um den ,,Runden Tisch” den fried-
lichen Wandel in Mittel- und Ost-
europa einleitete.

Aleksander Smolar und Bronistaw
Geremek, Aleksander Kwasniewski
und Ryszard Kapuscinski, Adam
Michnik und Jacek Kuron zédhlten
zu seinen Gesprachspartnern.

Er konnte Papst Johannes Paul
11 fiir die Castel Gandolfo-Gesprii-
che gewinnen und trug so wesent-

neue Generation von einflussreichen
Denkern wie Timothy Snyder und
Ivan Krastev wurden aus dem Bio-
top des twm geboren.

Kari Schwarzenberg, Krzysztof
und ich haben meist - wenn alle an-
deren nach einem seiner Abendes-
sen, wo meist vorziiglicher Hering
und Krzysztofs heifdgeliebte Piroggi
kredenzt wurden - die Flasche noch
einmal um den Tisch gereicht, um
in die unerschopflichen Tiefen der
europdischen Geschichte einzutau-
chen und Antworten auf die Fragen
der Gegenwart zu suchen.

Den derzeitigen Vorsitzenden
der britischen Labour Party, Ed Mi-
liband, lernte ich nicht - wie viel-
leicht zu erwarten wire - auf einer

Parteiveranstaltung, sondern an-
lasslich der twM Summer School in
Cortona (Toskana) kennen. ,,Das ist
ein interessanter Bursche®, meinte
Krzysztof und verschleppte uns in
eine toskanische Taverne.

Es war diese Kraft, Menschen
zusammenzufiihren, die sich auch
ohne ihn hatten treffen sollen, sol-
che, die sich ohne ihn nie getroffen
hitten und solche, die sich hoffent-
lich auch nach seinem Wegscheiden
treffen werden.

Krzysztof war ein Wanderer, war
ein Tanzer zwischen den verschiede-
nen Welten. Ohne Opportunismus,
Schmeichelei und falsche Kumpanei
fihrte er elegant das philosophisch-
politische Tanzbein.

In memoriam posteris — was
von uns bleibt der Nachwelt erhal-
ten? Diese Frage, die fiir uns alle na-
her riickt, hat Krzysztof durch sein
Lebenswerk schon beantwortet. Er
hinterldsst nicht nur Spuren und Er-
innerungen, Empfindungen und Tros-
tungen. Das twM - als intellektuelle
Begegnungsstitte des freien Geis-
tes — bleibt hoffentlich noch lange
das Denkmal, das an ihn erinnert.

Nachdem wir uns am 22. Dezem-
ber freundschaftlich - und ich be-
sorgt — verabschiedet hatten, brach
er auf, um Cornelia Klinger, seinen
langjahrigen, intellektuellen und
emotionellen Hafen zu besuchen.
Jetzt hat sich Krzysztof zur ewigen
Ruhe begeben und wir - wir tan-
zen weiter. <

Alfred Gusenbauer war von Januar 2007
bis Dezember 2008 osterreichischer
Bundeskanzler. Seit 2009 ist er Prasident
des Karl-Renner-Instituts Wien.
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Wenn Bilder

zum Leben erwachen

Neurokulturen
und Geschlecht

Montagvortrag von Philippe Descola, 11. Dezember 2012

Montagvortrag von Sigrid Schmitz, 14. Marz 2013

iele ein- oder zweidimensionale

Darstellungen erscheinen auf
ihre ganz eigene Art lebendig: ein
Portrit starrt uns an, eine Skulptur
streckt uns die Arme entgegen, eine
Landschaftsmalerei 1ddt uns ein, in
ihr zu verweilen. In seinem Vortrag
»Lanimation des images. Les dispo-
sitions cognitives qui prétent vie a
une image“ setzte sich der franzosi-
sche Anthropologe Philippe Descola
mit jenen kognitiven Dispositionen
auseinander, die uns Bilder lebendig
erscheinen lassen. Dabei kommt es
nicht nur auf die Art des Bildes, son-
dern ganz besonders auf die kultu-
rellen Gewohnheiten des Betrachters
an. So wirkt ein Totemtier, das von
australischen Aborigines auf Rinde
gezeichnet wurde, anders als ein von
Clouet gemaltes Portrait der Kaise-

Monthly Lectures

Once a month, Visiting Fellows

and invited scholars give public
lectures in the IWM library on
subjects related to the main research
fields of the Institute.

September 18, 2012

Nicolas de Warren: “The Elder
Zosima’s Secret: Pato¢ka and
Monotheism”

October 23, 2012
Aziz Al-Azmeh: “Freethinking,
Secularism, and the Arab Spring”

November 8, 2012
Peter Longerich: ,Der Holocaust: Was
wissen wir heute Uber die Tater?”

December 11, 2012

Philippe Descola: »'animation des
images. Les dispositions cognitives
qui prétent vie a une image«

January 22, 2013

Eva Forgécs: “Does Democracy
Grow under Pressure? Strategies of
the Hungarian Neo-Avant-Garde of
the 1960s and 1970s”

March 14, 2013

Sigrid Schmitz: ,Neurokulturen
und Geschlecht. Fragliche Unter-
schiede und ihre Bedeutung in der
Leistungsgesellschaft”

April 18, 2013
Krysztof Pomian: “On Time”

Photo: IWM

rin Elisabeth oder die Fuchs-Mas-
ke eines Geistes in Alaska.

red
In Kooperation mit dem
Institut Frangais d’Autriche in Wien.

Philippe Descola, Schuler von Claude
Lévi-Strauss, ist Professor flir Anthro-
pologie der Natur am College de France
in Paris und Leiter des Laboratoire
d’Anthropologie Sociale (LAS).

eschlechterunterschiede im Ge-

hirn sind keineswegs so ein-
deutig, wie es popularwissenschaftli-
che Verbreitungen iiber einparkende
Minner und Schuhe kaufende Frau-
en suggerieren. Analysen der neuro-
wissenschaftlichen Genderforschung
zeigen, dass unser Gehirn durch kul-
turelle und soziale Einfliisse lebens-
lang geformt wird und Differen-
zen zwischen Frauen und zwischen
Minnern héufig die Geschlechter-

grenze iiberschreiten. Gleichzeitig
wird das plastische Gehirn in der
Leistungsgesellschaft zur Erfolgs-
ressource, optimierbar und zu op-
timieren durch vielféltigste Selbst-
und Fremdtechnologien, die tief in
den Korper eingreifen. In ihrem Vor-
trag fragte Sigrid Schmitz nach den
emanzipatorischen Potenzialen, aber
auch nach neuen Geschlechternor-
mierungen in aktuellen Neurokul-
turen, wie beispielsweise der Neuro-

padagogik, den Social Neurosciences
oder der Neurookonomie. <
red

Sigrid Schmitz ist Professorin fur Gender
Studies am Institut far Kultur- und Sozial-
anthropologie der Universitat Wien.

Does Democracy Grow
under Pressure?

Monthly Lecture by Eva Forgécs, January 22, 2013

hat new art forms does po-

litical pressure bring to life,
and how do these affect, in their turn,
the political scene? In her talk, Eva
Forgacs inquired into the close in-
terconnectedness of political pow-
er and the arts rebelling against it,
the case in point being the particu-
lar Hungarian developments during
the two decades following the 1956
revolution. She highlighted how the
dynamics of power played out in a
national and international context
when it came to an issue as frag-

ile as aesthetics. The lecture inves-
tigated how some art forms, while
trying to avoid being political, get
“weaponized” and how ethical and
the aesthetic aspects of art inter-re-
lated under political oppression. <

red

Eva Forgacs is Adjunct Professor of
Art History at the Art Center College of
Design in Pasadena/California and
EURIAS Visiting Fellow at the IWM.

Photo: IWM

On Time

Monthly Lecture by Krzysztof Pomian, April 18, 2013

In his lecture, Krzysztof Pomian

explored the question how we
deal with what we call time. As he
described, there are four families of
such temporal practices: chronome-
try, chronology, chronography and
chronosophy. In other words, we
measure “time”, we determine our
position in “time”, we register events
that occur in “time”, and we think
and speak about “time”. Each of these
practices ascribes different charac-
ters to what it calls “time”. Pomian
examined whether we are dealing

with the same object or with four
different objects. If the latter is true,
why are they given the same name?
If they are dealing with one and the
same object, why are there four dif-
ferent approaches to time? The re-
mainder of the lecture was devoted
to discuss these questions with the
audience. <

red

Krzysztof Pomian is Professor of History
at the Nicolaus Copernicus University in
Torun and Academic Director of the
Museum of Europe in Brussels.
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CITY TALKS / COLLOQUIA ON SECULARISM
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Open Self-Government
and Participatory Democracy

City Talk with Milan Ftacnik, October 24, 2012

City Talk with Alexander van der Bellen, Milan Ftacnik, Konrad Kramer (from left to right)

Politics on the level of cities are
closer to the individual, and one
can expect citizens to be more en-
gaged in them than in national or
even supra-national politics. Still,
across Europe, political fatigue and
distrust in politicians are growing.
In order to counteract these seri-
ous tendencies, the city of Bratisla-
va developed strategies to improve
citizen involvement in political pro-
cesses and to restore people’s trust in
political decision-making. Together
with Alexander Van der Bellen (City

City Talks

Cities all over the world face com-
plex and rapidly evolving challenges.
The series City Talks, organized in
cooperation with the Austrian
newspaper Kurier, is a high profile
forum for addressing these chal-
lenges. Mayors of important inter-
national cities are invited for a
keynote speech on the future of
their city, related challenges and
political solutions. Former guests
included Olaf Scholz (Hamburg) and
Rafat Dutkiewicz (Breslau).

of Vienna), Konrad Kramar (Kurier)
and Ivan Krastev (twm) the mayor of
Bratislava, Milan Fta¢nik, discussed
how these policies are implemented
on a practical level and what the two
partner cities could possibly learn
from each other—despite their very
different circumstances.

While the size of territory is
approximately equal, the popula-
tion of Vienna is four times larger
and the budget of the city govern-
ment is 50 times higher. Consid-
ering that, the mayor of Bratislava
presented his priority areas for the
period 2010-2014 which include
open self-government, transporta-
tion and quality of life. In his pre-
sentation at the twm, Fta¢nik mainly
focused on the former, namely how
to increase transparency in the mu-
nicipality, how to involve people in
the decision-making processes and
how to reduce corruption in urban
planning, rental housing etc. Mea-
sures for increased transparency al-
ready implemented include the on-
line publication of all contracts and
invoices, and the fact that all tenders

are awarded by E-auctions.

The mayor of Bratislava also
presented a project called “Partic-
ipatory Budgeting” in which ordi-
nary people decide in a process of
democratic deliberation how to al-
locate parts of the municipal bud-
get. The initiative involves more than
1200 cities seeking to encourage cit-
izen involvement around the world
and to reallocate city resources. Fur-
thermore, plans for deepening the
economic and cultural relations be-
tween Bratislava and Vienna were
presented for discussion. <

red

Milan Ftacnik is mayor of Bratislava and
former Minister of Education of the Slovak
Republic.

Alexander Van der Bellen is member of
the Viennese Municipal Council and
Commissioner for Universities and
Research of the City of Vienna.

Konrad Kramar is foreign desk editor at
the daily newspaper Kurier.

Ivan Krastev is Chair of the Board of the
Centre for Liberal Strategies in Sofia, IWM
Permanent Fellow and author of the book
In Mistrust we Trust (see p. 23).

Sacred and Secular Geography

Colloquium on Secularism with Andreas Andreopolous, October 5, 2012

Byzantine iconography of the
14™ century explored the ques-

tion of the representation of sacred
space, especially in the new type
of the icon of the Transfiguration,
which was influenced by hesychas-
tic theology. This new type tried to
represent space according to theo-
logical principles, Biblical doxology,
and also the cartographic principles
of the time. This last aspect is inter-
esting, because although very little

Colloquia on
Secularism

In this series, directed by IWM
Fellow Clemena Antonova, scholars
from various disciplines discuss
questions related to the IWM re-
search focus Religion and Secular-
ism. The colloquia are generously
supported by the Austrian Science
Fund (FWF).

of fourteenth-century scientific in-

formation from Constantinople and
the Christian East is extant, we find
in the iconography of the period an
expression of the same directions in
which the secular representation of
space followed in the West as well as
in the Arab East in subsequent cen-
turies. In his talk, Andreas Andreo-
polous explored the secular back-
ground of this sacred map, which

presents a much more advanced un-
derstanding of space than the me-
dieval mappa mundi, and yet does
so by serving a complex theologi-
cal idea. «

red

Andreas Andreopolous is Reader in
Orthodox Christianity and Program Leader
of the MTh in Orthodox Studies at the
Department of Theology and Religious
Studies at the University of Winchester.
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From Tsar to Emperor

Colloquium on Secularism with Endre Sashalmi,

November 12, 2012

he reforms of Peter the Great

are commonly associated with
the advent of rationalism and secu-
larism in Russia. This view however
is contested by some contemporary
scholars, and is becoming a subject
of heated scholarly debates. The con-
cept of natural law and contract the-
ory, which are seen as crucial to sec-
ularization in the field of social and
political thought, are present in the
most important written sources of
official Petrine ideology. It is reveal-
ing that whereas the duties of the rul-
er before Peter were overwhelming-
ly religious, during Peter the term
“common good” became the central
concept of the ideology and the jus-
tification of his policy. Peter’s duty
was to promote the common good
of his subjects. The public image of

the ruler also changed under Peter
which is apparent in the surviving
imagery. One of the sources cru-
cial to the reflection of Peter’s self-
image (and the reflection of ideolo-
gy in imagery) is the frontispiece of
his emblem book published in Am-
sterdam in 1705 which became the
handbook of western symbolism in
Russia. In his talk, Endre Sashalmi
compared this image with Simon
Ushakov’s icon The Planting of the
Tree of the Muscovite State (1668) in
order to show the significant chang-
es in the public image of the ruler,
while discussing their relevance to
the issue of secularization. <

red
Endre Sashalmi is Professor of History
and Deputy-Chairman of the Department
of Medieval and Early Modern History at
the University of Pécs, Hungary.

The Russian Origins
of the So-Called
Post-Secular Moment

Colloquium on Secularism with Chris Stroop,

April 29, 2013

R eligion never lost its social sig-

nificance or made a complete
retreat from the public sphere, but
many modern states did make at-
tempts to repress it, while many in-
tellectuals and scholars, even in states
where such attempts were highly
limited, regarded religious reason-
ing in the public sphere as illegiti-
mate. By the end of the 20" centu-
ry, it had become clear that attempts
to keep religious reasoning out of
the public sphere were increasingly
untenable. In his talk, Christopher
Stroop showed that some of the or-
igins of this so-called post-secular
moment are Russian and that the sto-
ry of “resurgent religion” in the his-

torically Christian West, and partic-
ularly in the United States, is largely
a Cold War story. That World War 1
and the Russian Revolution served
as catalysts for ecumenical and in-
terconfessional activity, and for the
development of a more intellec-
tually robust public Christian dis-
course is well established. Never-
theless, the role the anti-Bolshevik
Russian emigration played in shap-
ing these developments has been lit-
tle explored so far. <

red

Chris Stroop is Senior Lecturer at the
Russian Presidential Academy of National
Economy and Public Administration.
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BOOKS IN PERSPECTIVE / JUNIOR FELLOWS

Die Moderne im
iInterkulturellen Diskurs

Books in Perspective mit Jameleddine Ben-Abdeljelil, Cornelia Klinger,
Hans Schelkshorn, 11. Oktober 2012

eit Mitte des 19. Jahrhunderts sind
Sin Lateinamerika, Asien und in
jiingerer Zeit auch in Afrika eigen-
standige Diskurse tiber die Moderne
entstanden, die von der européischen
Philosophie bis vor kurzem weitge-
hend ignoriert wurden. Die gegen-
wirtigen Umbriiche in verschiede-
nen Weltregionen, insbesondere in
der arabischen Welt, machen jedoch
in bedrdngender Weise bewusst, dass
ein globaler Diskurs iiber die Mo-
derne ein Gebot der Stunde ist. Der
2012 im Velbriick Verlag erschiene-
ne Band Die Moderne im interkul-
turellen Diskurs versammelt Beitra-
ge lateinamerikanischer, arabischer
und européischer AutorInnen, die
vor dem Hintergrund unterschied-
licher Erfahrungen mit der ,,Moder-
ne” divergente Konzepte und Theo-
rien zu diesem Thema présentieren.

Hans Schelkshorn und Jameleddine
Ben-Abdeljelil (Hg.): Die Moderne im
interkulturellen Diskurs. Perspektiven aus
dem arabischen, lateinamerikanischen
und europdischen Denken, Velbrick,
2012

Inwiefern sich diese Theorieansat-
ze voneinander unterscheiden und
was das fiir die Zukunft der Moder-
nitatsdebatte bedeutet, diskutierten
die Herausgeber Jameleddine Ben-
Abdeljelil und Hans Schelkshorn ge-

meinsam mit Cornelia Klinger am
11. Oktober im Rahmen der twm-
Veranstaltungsreihe Books in Per-
spective am IWM. <

red
In Kooperation mit dem Institut fiir
Christliche Philosophie der Katholisch-
Theologischen Fakultit der Universitit Wien
und dem Velbriick Verlag

Jameleddine Ben-Abdeljelil ist Assistent
am Institut far Studien der Kultur und
Religion des Islam an der Johann-Wolf-
gang-Goethe Universitat Frankfurt und
Redakteur von Polylog — Zeitschrift fiir
interkulturelles Philosophieren.

Cornelia Klinger ist Professorin fur
Philosophie an der Universitat Tabingen
und IWM Rektorin ad interim.

Hans Schelkshorn ist a.0. Professor am
Institut fur Christliche Philosophie der
Katholisch-Theologischen Fakultét der
Universitat Wien und Griindungsmitglied
von Polylog — Zeitschrift fur interkulturel-
les Philosophieren.

Gendering Post-Socialist Transition

Books in Perspective with Krassimira Daskalova, Caroline Hornstein-Tomic,
Karl Kaser, Birgit Sauer, November 20, 2012

ow did the relationship between

men and women change after
19897 And which new gender roles
and concepts of femininity and mas-
culinity emerged out of those trans-
formations? These are the crucial
questions raised by the book Gen-
dering Post-Socialist Transition. Stud-
ies of Changing Gender Perspectives
which was published by LiT Verlag
in 2012 as the first volume of the
newly established ErRSTE Founda-
tion Series. Case studies from eleven
Central and South Eastern Europe-
an countries explore the economic,
political, social and cultural effects
in the lives of women and men af-
ter 1989. On November 20, the vol-
ume’s editors, Krassimira Daskalova,
Caroline Hornstein-Tomic and Karl
Kaser, presented these case studies
at the twm, which demonstrate that

Krassimira Daskalova, Caroline
Hornstein-Tomic, Karl Kaser, Filip
Radunovic (eds.): Gendering Post-Social-
ist Transition. Studies of Changing Gender
Perspectives, ERSTE Foundation Series,
LIT Verlag, Munster, 2012

the issues of poverty, social exclusion,
nationalism, social and healthcare
systems in post-socialist societies
all have an important gendered di-
mension. The presentation was fol-
lowed by a discussion, chaired by

Birgit Sauer, between the editors
and the authors present at the event:
Judit Acsady, Oana Béluta, Marina
Blagojevi¢, Slavco Dimitrov, Mile-
na Kirova, Lynette Siki¢-Mi¢anovi¢,
and Tatiana Zhurzhenko.

red
In cooperation with ERSTE Stiftung

Krassimira Daskalova is Professor of
Modern European Cultural History at the
University of Sofia, and former President
of the International Federation for
Research in Women'’s History (IFRWH).

Caroline Hornstein-Tomic is Research
Associate at the Ivo Pilar Institute of Social
Sciences and Lecturer at Zagreb
University.

Karl Kaser is Head of the Centre for
Southeast European History at the
University of Graz.

Birgit Sauer is Professor of Political
Science at the University of Vienna.

Populism in Europe

Books in Perspective with Leonore Gewessler, Ulrike Lunacek, Ivan Krastev, January 31, 2013

1l over Europe cosmopolitan and

progressive forces are confront-
ed with rising political movements
that claim to speak in the name of
‘the people’ These rightwing popu-
list movements pit themselves against
mainstream politics and European
integration, which they regard as
elitist. The book Populism in Europe
(recently translated into German—
Rechtspopulismus in Europa) collects

Books in
Perspective

The IWM occasionally organizes
debates about books written or
edited by IWM Fellows, or related
to the Institute’s research fields.

POPULISM

Erica Meijers / Green European
Foundation (ed.): Populism in Europe,
planetVERLAG, 2011

Bureau de Helling / Green Europaen
Foundation / Gruine Bildungswerkstatt /
Heinricht-Boll-Stiftung (Hg.): Rechtspopu-
lismus in Europa, planetVERLAG, 2012

articles from some of Europe’s lead-
ing political thinkers and outstand-
ing journalists (Daniel Cohn Ben-

dit, Robert Misik etc.). On January
31, Ulrike Lunacek, Ivan Krastev
and Leonore Gewessler (Chair) dis-
cussed the threat of these new po-
litical forces, the shortcomings of
current European politics as well as
more inclusive European strategies
that valorize diversity and equality.

red
In cooperation with Griine Bildungswerkstatt
and Green European Foundation

Leonore Gewessler is Director of the
Green European Foundation.

Ulrike Lunacek is Member of the
European Parliament and spokesperson
of the European Green Party.

Ivan Krastev is Chair of the Board of the
Centre for Liberal Strategies in Sofia and
IWM Permanent Fellow.

Photo: IWM
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Junior Visiting Fellows discussing the role of politics today, December 13, 2012

Junior Fellows’
Conference
Reexamining the
Role of Politics

in Different Fields
and Contexts
December 13,
2012, IWM, Vienna

IWM Junior Visiting Fellows regu-

larly present their research projects

in seminars. The final results are dis-
cussed at the Junior Fellows’ Confer-
ence at the end of each semester, and
later published on the IWM website.

Program
Session |:

Ideas and the
Contemporary World

Luke Hartman: “EUgoslavia?
Conditions and Discursive Strategies
for Re-Becoming What Never Was by
Negotiating an Un-Becoming Past”

Anton Shekhovtsov: “The Rise of the
Ukrainian Far Right”

Julia Kovalchuk: “International
Religious Actors’ Presence in the
Third Sector: Social Work or Policy
Making?”

Session Il:
Political Philosophy

Tamara Caraus: “Patoc¢ka and the
Political”

Helena Anna Jedrzejczak:
“Responsibility in
Dietrich Bonhoeffer’s Ethics”

Kinga Marulewska: “Is Political
Theology Possible? The Dispute
between Carl Schmitt and Hans
Blumenberg”

Session llI:
Ways of Reading Politics

Ryan Priddle: “Interpreting the
Eternal Recurrence in Nietzsche”

Karolina Wigura: “Studies on Disgust
and Shame as a Way of Reading
Politics”

Moran Pearl: “Books and Libraries as
Witnesses of the Holocaust: Rachel
Whiteread’s Nameless Library in
Vienna”

Session |V:
History and Politics

Alina Sandra Cucu: “Producing
Knowledge in Productive Spaces:
The Dawns of a Socialist Economy”

Florin Faje: “Football and Politics:
The Romanian Football Federation in
the 1930s”

Evgenia Kocheva: “Supranational in
Walter Hallstein’s European Political
Thinking”

Fellows’ Seminars

In the course of the semester,
Visiting and Junior Visiting Fellows
present their research projects in
the Fellows’ Seminars. Issues
connected to the economies, politics
and societies of Eastern Europe are
discussed in the seminar series
Faces of Eastern Europe.

October 3, 2012

Anton Shekhovtsov: “White Power
Music: Scenes of Extreme-Right
Cultural Resistance”

October 10, 2012
Helena Jedrzejczak: “The Political
Theology of Dietrich Bonhoeffer”

October 17, 2012
Florin Faje: “Physical Education and
Sports in Interwar Transylvania”

October 31, 2012
Eva Forgacs: “Berlin, the Capital of
the Twentieth Century?”

November 7, 2012
Katherine Lebow: “Life-Writing
Competitions in Interwar Poland”

November 14, 2012

Tamara Caraus: “Cosmopolitanism
and the Legacy of Eastern European
Dissent”

November 28, 2012
Alina-Sandra Cucu: “Placing the
‘National” in a National Economy”

December 5, 2012

Raul Carstocea: “Negotiating
Modernity: The Anti-Semitism of
Interwar Romanian Intellectuals”

December 12, 2012
Johannes Koll: “Arthur Seyss-Inquart
and National Socialism”

January 16, 2013
Julia Kovalchuk: “The ‘Asian Face’ of
Pentecostalism in Post-Soviet Russia”

January 23, 2013

Vladislav Inozemtsev: “Russia’s Dual
Economy as an Obstacle to
Modernization”

January 30, 2013

Albert Kirchengast: “The Forest and
the City: Modern Architecture and the
Neo-Pastoral”

February 6, 2013
Maxim Trudolyubov: “Will Putin’s
System Outlive Putin?”

February 14, 2013
Tamara Caraus: “Jan Pato¢ka and
Radical Democracy”

February 27, 2013

Moran Pearl: “Reading Monuments
— Building Memories. Depiction of
Books in Holocaust Memorials”

March 13, 2013
Evgenia Kocheva: “Walter Hallstein—
an Architect of United Europe”

March 20, 2013
Stela Jelincic: “Cold Peace in the
Balkans”

April 3, 2013
Karolina Wigura: “The Great Return
of Disgust—Europe’s Changing Face”

April 17, 2013

Olesya Zakharova: “The Debate over
Human Rights between Russia and
the European Union”

April 24, 2013

Serguei Parkhomenko:
“MonuTnyeckas onnosnumsa u
rpaxpaaHckoe apwkeHue B Poccun
Mepwuon HakonneHus cun nocne
‘bonbLuoii MpoTtecTHo BonHbl™
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FELLOWS AND GUESTS
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Fellows and Guests 09 2012—-04 2013

Clemena Antonova
Lise Meitner Fellow
(June 2011-May 2013)

Lecturer in Art History
and Theory, American
University in Bulgaria,
Blagoevgrad

Pavel Florensky and
the Nature of Russian
Religious Philosophy

Una Bauer

Paul Celan Visiting
Fellow (January-
March 2013)

Visiting lecturer in Media
and Culture, University of
Rijeka, Croatia

BADco. Performance
Notes (Croatian/Serbian/
Slovenian/Montenegrin
> English)

Avrum Burg
Guest (February 2013)

Author, Peace Advocate,
Former Speaker of the
Knesset, Jerusalem

Tamara Caraus

EURIAS Junior Visiting
Fellow (September 2012
June 2013)

Researcher, New Europe
College, Bucharest

Democracy and Dissent.
From Czech Dissidence to
Radical Democracy

Alina-Sandra Cucu
CEU Junior Visiting Fellow
(October-December 2012)

PhD candidate in Sociology
and Social Anthropology,
ceU Budapest

Placing the “National” in a
National Economy

Fellows
and Guests

Herwig Czech

Visiting Fellow, Austrian
Academy of Sciences
(October 2012-May 2013)

Historian, Institute of
Contemporary History,
University of Vienna;
Documentation Centre of
Austrian Resistance (DOW)

Gesundheit, Krankheit und
Tod. Wien 1944-1948

Florin Faje
CEU Junior Visiting Fellow
(October-December 2012)

PhD candidate in Sociology
and Social Anthropology,
CEU Budapest

From Character to Identity:
A History of Transylvanian
Belonging through Physical
Education and Sports
since 1919

Eva Forgacs
EURIAS Visiting Fellow
(September 2012-June 2013)

Adjunct Professor of Art
History, Art Center College
of Design, Pasadena/
California

Cultural Transfer:
Exchanges of Art and
Culture between Western
Europe, Russia, and
Central Europe

Ludger Hagedorn
Project Associate
(September 2010-
February 2013)

Lecturer in Philosophy,
New York University Berlin

Polemical Christianity.
Jan Patocka’s Concept of
Religion and the Crisis
of Modernity

Luke Hartman
Junior Visiting Fellow
(September 2012-June 2013)

PhD candidate in Political
Science, Boston University

Democratization, Identity,
and the Impact of EU
Conditionality in the
Western Balkans

The IWM offers a place for research
and scholarly debate across borders
and disciplines. Its various fellow-
ship programs are thus a fundamen-
tal part of the Institute’s work. Each
year, 50-60 Visiting Fellows, Junior
Visiting Fellows and Guests—mainly
from Eastern and Western Europe as
well as from North America—are
awarded fellowships to pursue their
individual research projects while
working in residence at the IWM as
members of an international and
multidisciplinary academic commu-
nity. The IWM strives to provide
conditions that allow the fellows to
make significant progress in their
research and to profit from the intel-
lectual stimulation of the Institute’s
seminars, lectures and other events.
Since its inception in 1982, the
IWM has hosted more than 1,000
scholars, journalists and translators.

Ludger Helms
Guest (December 2012-
January 2013)

Chair of Comparative
Politics, University of
Innsbruck

Innovation and
Democracy

Annemieke Hendriks
Milena Jesenska Visiting
Fellow (April-June 2013)

Freelance journalist, Berlin

Biography of the Tomato.
Doing Business with Fresh
Vegetables in Europe

Vladislav Inozemtsev
Visiting Fellow,

‘Russia in Global Dialogue’
(November 2012-

April 2013)

Professor of Economics;
Director, Centre for
Post-Industrial Studies,
Moscow; editor,
Svobodnaya Mysl

(Free Thought)

Russia in Search for a
New Model of Democracy

Sergey Ivanov
Guest, Russia in Global
Dialogue’ (March 2013)

Senior Research Fellow,
Institute of Slavic Studies,
Russian Academy of
Sciences, Moscow;
Professor of Byzantine
Studies, St. Petersburg
State University

Helena Jedrzejczak
Jozef Tischner Junior
Visiting Fellow (July-
December 2012)

PhD candidate in
Sociology / History of
Ideas, University of Warsaw

The Political Theology of
Dietrich Bonhoeffer

Stela Jelincié

Milena Jesenskd Visiting
Fellow (January-

March 2013)

Writer, journalist, Lider
Press, Zagreb

Divided Cities—a Frozen
Conflict

Tom Junes
Bronistaw Geremek
Junior Visiting Fellow
(December 2011—
September 2012)

Visiting lecturer in History,
Katholieke Universiteit
Leuven; Visiting researcher,
Warsaw University

Rebellion, Hope, and
Frustration: Coming of Age
when the Cold War Ended

Albert Kirchengast
Guest (December 2012-
January 2013)

PhD candidate in
Architecture, Eidgendssi-
sche Technische Hoch-
schule (ETH), Ziirich

Die Natur als Gegenwelt.
Modernes Bauen und

die naturasthetische
Kultivierung des Fremden

Evgenia Kocheva
Alexander Herzen

Junior Visiting Fellow
(October 2012-March 2013)

Postgraduate student of
History, National Research
Tomsk State University

Walter Hallstein—an
Architect of United Europe

Yulia Kovalchuk
Alexander Herzen
Junior Visiting Fellow
(September 2012-
February 2013)

Post-doctoral researcher
in Ethnology, Institute
of Archaeology and
Ethnography, Russian
Academy of Sciences,
Novosibirsk

Secular and Religious
Policy Making in 20%-
and 21%-Century Europe
and Beyond: Social and
Educational Aspects

Katherine Lebow
Visiting Fellow
(July-December 2012 /
April-July 2013)

Historian, Vienna

The Nation Writes: Polish
Everyman Autobiography
from the Great Depression
to the Holocaust

Susanne Lettow
Guest (March 2013)

Assistant Professor,
Institute for Philosophy,
University of Paderborn

The Symbolic Power of
Biology: Articulations
of Biological Knowledge
in Naturphilosophie
around 1800

Siarhei Liubimau

Paul Celan Visiting Fellow
(November 2012~

April 2013)

Lecturer in Critical
Urban Studies, European
Humanities University,
Vilnius

David Harvey: Social
Justice and the City
(English > Belarusian)

Fyodor Lukyanov
Guest, Russia in Global
Dialogue’ (March 2013)

Editor-in-chief, Russia in
Global Affairs, Moscow

Maciej Nowicki
Milena Jesenskd Fellow
(October-December 2012)

Columnist, Polish edition
of Newsweek, Warsaw

Dimensions of the
European Crisis

Margus Ott
Paul Celan Fellow
(July-September 2012)

Translator, PhD candidate
in Philosophy, University of
Tallinn

Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz:
Selected Writings (French/
Latin > Estonian)

Serguei Parkhomenko
Guest, Russia in Global
Dialogue’ (April 2013)

Anchorman, Echo of
Moscow; member, Voters
League and Coordination
Council of Opposition,
Moscow

Gleb Pavlovsky
Guest, Russia in Global
Dialogue’ (February 2013)

President, Effective

Policy Foundation and
Russian Institute; editor-
in-chief and Publisher,
Russian Journal and
Pushkin Magazine; former
Counselor to the Presi-
dential Administration of
the Russian Federation

Moran Pearl
Junior Visiting Fellow
(November 2012-May 2013)

Ma student in the Austrian
Studies Program, Hebrew
University Jerusalem

Books and Libraries

as Witnesses of the
Holocaust: Monuments
in Vienna, Berlin and
Jerusalem

Peter Pomeranzev
Guest, Russia in Global
Dialogue’ (February 2013)

Journalist, Tv producer,
author, London

Ryan Priddle

Junior Visiting Fellow
(September 2012-
June 2013)

PhD candidate in
Philosophy, Boston
University

Nietzsche and Happiness

Michaela Raggam-Blesch
Visiting Fellow, Austrian
Academy of Sciences
(April-September 2013)

Historian, Institute of
Culture Studies and Theatre
History

,Mischlinge* und ,Gel-
tungsjuden‘. Alltag und
Verfolgungserfahrungen
von Frauen und Mannern
halbjiidischer Herkunft in
Wien, 1938-1945

Christian Rogler
Junior Visting Fellow,
Austrian Academy of
Sciences (January-
June 2013)

PhD candidate in Social
and Cultural Anthropology,
University of Vienna

Kultur- und Sozialanthro-
pologische Wissensproduk-
tion und -vermittlung im
Kontext der neoliberalen
Wissensgesellschaft

Kirill Rogov

Guest, ‘Russia in Global
Dialogue* (October 2012 /
March 2013)

Senior Researcher,
The Gaidar Institute for
Economic Policy, Moscow

Nora Ruck
Guest
(July-September 2012)

Lecturer in Psychology,
University of Vienna

Socio-Scientific Controver-
sies on Gender and Gender
Differences in Context

Katarzyna Sadkowska
Bronistaw Geremek
Senior Visiting Fellow
(October 2012-July 2013)

Assistant Professor

of Polish and German
Philology, University of
Warsaw

The “Critical” Lviv in
Relation to Vienna,
1895-1914

Mikhail Semenov
Alexander Herzen Junior
Visiting Fellow (January-
June 2013)

Senior teacher of Russian
History, Belgorod National
Research University

The Phenomenon of

Urban Culture in Provincial
Towns in Central and
Eastern Europe at the End
of the 19* and Beginning
of the 20t Century

Anton Shekovtsov
Junior Visiting Fellow
(September 2012-
June 2013)

Visiting Research Fellow,
University of Northampton

The Ideology of the
Organization of Ukrainian
Nationalists in the
European Context

Martina Steer

Visiting Fellow, Austrian
Academy of Sciences
(February-November 2012)

Historian, University of
Vienna, Austrian Academy
of Sciences

Memory Transnational.
The Moses Mendelssohn
Jubilees, 1829-1986

Kristina Stoeckl
Visiting Fellow, Austrian
Academy of Sciences
(March-June 2013)

Researcher, Institute
of Political Sciences,
University of Vienna

Orthodox Christianity
and Politics: Multiple
Secularisms, Liberal
Norms and Traditional
Religion

Katalin Teller
Paul Celan Visiting Fellow
(February-July 2013)

Assistant Professor,
Department of Aesthetics,
Institute for Art Theory
and Media Studies,
E6tvos-Lorand-University,
Budapest

Theodor W. Adorno:

Asthetische Theorie
(German > Hungarian)

Barbara Torunczyk
Milena Jesenskd Visiting
Fellow (April-June 2013)

Editor-in-chief, Zesztyty
Literackie, Warsaw

Zesztyty Literackie:

Where Do We Come From?
What Are We? Where Are
We Going? Or: The Auto-
biography of the Mind

Maxim Trudolubov

Guest, Russia in Global
Dialogue (December 2012
January 2013)

Editorial page editor,
special correspondent and
columnist at Vedomosti,
Moscow

Petr Urban
Paul Celan Visiting Fellow
(January-March 2013)

Research Fellow of
Philosophy, Czech
Academy of Sciences,
Prague

Virginia Held: The Ethics
of Care: Personal, Political
and Global (English >
Czech)

Anton Vodianyi
Paul Celan Visiting Fellow
(April-June 2013)

Freelance translator, Kyiv

Edward W. Said:
Humanism and Democratic
Criticism (English >
Ukrainian)

Nicholas de Warren
Guest (September 2012)

Professor of Philosophy,
University of Leuven

Homecoming: Jan Patocka
and the First World War

Karolina Wigura

Bronistaw Geremek

Junior Visiting Fellow
(September 2012-June 2013)

Adjunct of History of
Ideas, University of
‘Warsaw; co-editor,
Kultura Liberalna

Fear and Politics of Fear
in Post-Communist
Countries. The Cases of
Poland, Ukraine, and
the Former GDR

Stilian Yotov
Paul Celan Visiting Fellow
(January-March 2013)

Professor of Philosophy,
St. Klimend Ohridski
University, Sofia

Siegfried Kracauer:
Der Detektiv-Roman /
Die Angestellten
(German > Bulgarian)

Olesya Zakharova
Alexander Herzen
Junior Visiting Fellow
(January-June 2013)

Senior lecturer in Law,
Irkutsk State University

The “Effect of Absence”
of the Importance of
Human Rights in Russian
Society and Russian-
European Relations
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The Transparency Conspiracy

BY IVAN KRASTEV

One of the most troubling outcomes of the ongoing financial crisis has been a collapse of trust in democratic institutions and politicians. Indeed,

in 2012, the global public-relations firm Edelman’s “Trust Barometer” survey registered the biggest-ever decline when it comes to government.

Can greater “transparency”—the new political mantra of civic activists and an increasing number of democratic governments—reverse this trend?

A Turkish policeman uses tear gas as people protest
against the destruction of trees in a park brought
about by a pedestrian project, in Taksim Square in
central Istanbul on May 28, 2013.

he hope is that a combina-

tion of new technologies,
publicly accessible data,

and renewed civic engagement can
help people control their represen-
tatives more effectively. But the idea
that transparency will restore pub-
lic trust in democracy rests on sev-
eral problematic assumptions, pri-
marily the belief that “if only people
knew;” everything would be different.
Unfortunately, matters are not

so simple. The end of government
secrecy does not mean the birth of
the informed citizen; nor does more
control necessarily suggest more trust
in public institutions. For example,
when American voters learned that
President George W. Bush had led
the United States into a war with
Iraq without proof of weapons of
mass destruction, they re-elected
him. Likewise, Italians kept Silvio
Berlusconi in power for more than
a decade, despite a steady stream of
revelations about his wrongdoings.

Gangster Language in Politics

In politics, “knowing everything”
still means knowing different things,
which means that compelling gov-
ernments to disclose information
does not necessarily mean that peo-
ple learn more or understand bet-
ter. On the contrary, as soon as gov-
ernment information is designed to
be immediately open to everybody,
its value as information declines
and its value as an instrument

of manipulation increases.

Consider how gangsters in crime
movies talk, when they know that the
police arelistening. They speak clearly
and offer banalities while exchanging
notes under the table. That is gov-
ernment in the age of transparency.

In his study of truth telling in
ancient Greece, the philosopher
Michel Foucault pointed out that
the act of truth-telling cannot be
reduced to citizens learning some-
thing they didn’t know before. Par-
adoxically, truth in politics is some-
thing that everybody knows, but that
few dare to express.

People hardly need additional
data to recognize, say, a rise in in-
equality or mistreatment of immi-
grants. The WikiLeaks cables did not
teach us anything qualitatively new
about America’s policies.

Living in truth cannot be re-
duced to having access to full in-
formation. It is people’s willingness
to take personal risks and confront
the powerful by daring to speak the
truth, not the truth itself, that ulti-
mately leads to change.

Moreover, information nev-
er comes without interpretation.
Reading the same raw data, Repub-
licans and Democrats in the us, or
secularists and the Muslim Broth-
erhood in Egypt, will spin it differ-
ently because policymaking cannot
be divorced from decision-makers’
interests and values. As the anthro-
pologists Jean and John Comaroff
have put it, ours “is an age in which

people almost everywhere seem pre-
occupied, simultaneously, with trans-
parency and conspiracy””

Transparency and Conspiracy

To see the ambiguity of the poli-
tics of trust, consider Russia’s recent
experience. In December 2011, the
country’s presidential elections trig-
gered a civic explosion. Hundreds
of thousands of people poured into
the streets of Moscow and other
big cities to demand a fair vote and
real choices in the subsequent par-
liamentary election. The escalating
crisis of legitimacy forced the gov-
ernment to invent imaginative ways
to justify its power.

The central proposal was in-
genious: the Kremlin proposed to
guarantee the election’s fairness by
installing webcams at all polling sta-
tions; every citizen could personally
monitor the voting process. As Chi-
nas Xinhua news agency enthusiasti-
cally reported: “From Kamchatka to
Kaliningrad, and from Chechnya to
Chukotka, more than 2.5 million net
surfers registered to view live stream-
ing from at least 188,000 webcams
installed in more than 94,000 poll-
ing stations on Russian territory” In
the words of one Finnish observer, it
was “alandmark in the history of de-
mocracy and democratic elections”

But, in a regime like Vladimir Pu-
tin’s, where the government decides
who may be a candidate, the web-
cams would be farcical were they not

also so intimidating. Viewed from
the West, they were perceived as a
tool to keep the government under
control by enabling people to watch
what it was doing. But, from the point
of view of a post-Soviet voter living
in the countryside, the webcam sent
a different message: the government
knows how you vote.

In a way, Putin succeeded twice:
he looked transparent to the West and
menacing to most of his own citizens.
The installation of the webcams was
an act of simultaneous transparen-
cy and conspiracy.

Transparent Governments—
Transparent Citizens?

The broader issue is transpar-
ency advocates’ insistence that open
government can be reconciled with
citizens’ privacy. But might whol-
ly transparent government imply
a wholly transparent citizen? As a
rule, governments monitor people.
When that becomes transparent, so
do those citizens who spoke with or
were monitored by the government.

Contrary to the expectations
of transparency advocates, greater
disclosure of government informa-
tion does not make public discourse
more rational and less paranoid. If
anything, it fuels conspiracy the-
ories (there is nothing more sus-
picious than the claim of absolute
transparency). Who can honestly
say that public debate has become
more rational and less paranoid when

our governments have become more
transparent?

Rather than restoring trust in
democratic institutions, the trans-
parency movement could acceler-
ate the transformation of demo-
cratic politics into the management
of mistrust. In that case, one could
imagine the replacement of repre-
sentative democracy with political
regimes that limit citizen control to
the executive.

None of this is to deny that trans-
parency in government is a worthy
goal. But let’s not fool ourselves by
thinking that achieving it will re-
store citizens’ faith in their politi-
cal institutions. <

Ivan Krastev is Chair of the Board of
the Centre for Liberal Strategies in Sofia
and IWM Permanent Fellow. His latest
book In Mistrust We Trust: Can Demo-
cracy Survive When We Don’t Trust Our
Leaders? came out in January 2013 with
TED Books (see publications, p. 24).
This short outline was first published by
Project Syndicate on January 29, 2013.

o *‘g
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In Mistrust
We Trust:
Can Demo-
cracy Survive
When We
Don't Trust
Our Leaders?,

KRASTEV [RESyies
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Books, Articles and Talks

Books by IWM Fellows

Vladislav Inozemtsev
and Piotr Dutkiewicz

Democracy versus Mod-
ernization. A Dilemma for
Russia and for the World
London/New York:
Routledge, 2012

This book seeks to
“re-think democracy” Over
the past years, there has
been a tendency in the
global policy community
and, even more widely, in
the world’s media, to focus
on democracy as the “gold
standard” by which all
things political are meas-
ured. This book re-exam-
ines democracy in Russia
and in the world more
generally, as idea, desired
ideal, and practice. A major
issue for Russia is whether
the modernization of
Russia might not prosper
better by Russia focusing
directly on modernization
and not worrying too
much about democracy.

Vladislav Inozemtsev
The Lost Decade.

A Collection of Essays
published in different
Russian journals in
2000-2010 (in Russian)
Moscow: Moscow School
of Political Science, 2013

B c6opHuKe craTeit
U3BECTHOTO 9KOHOMICTA 1

coumornora BragucnaBa
VHosem1ieBa mpesicTaBie-
HBI U3OpaHHbIE CTATHY,
orny0OIMKOBaHHbIE B
POC-CHUIICKUX 1 3apy6esx-
HBIX MI3JAHUAX B 2002—
2011 rT. OCHOBHast
«CKBO3HasA» e KHUTU

— 060CHOBaHMe TUTIOTE3bI
0 «6ecIonesHoCT» I
CTpaHBI ¥ MUPA IIEPBOTO
necatunetus XXI Beka. B
TpeX YacTsAX KHUIM,
TIOCBAIIECH-HbIX aHa)msy
COOTBETCTBEHHO
r7106aIbHBIX 9KOHOMIYE-
CKMX IpO67IeM, reo-1om-
TUYECKUX TpeH]IOB n
TEeHJIeHIIVII Pa3BUTIA
Poccum, aBTOp noxasbisa-
€T, YTO IPaKTUIeCKU HY Ha
OJJHOM HallpaB/IeHUN
Ye/I0BEYECTBO HE
TOCTUT-JIO B 3TOT IIEPUOT,
BIIIMOTO IIporpecca 1
HpaKTI/I‘{eCKI/I HU OfHa
TO3UTUBHAS TEHIEHI[Ms He
6blIa Cepbe3HO 3aKperie-

Ha. «[Torepsannoe
JecATUIETIE» — ITO KHUTA
Pa3MBbILIIEHNIT O TOM,
move- My B COBPEMEHHOM
MMpe TaK CJIOKHO HailTn
HOBbBIE€ OPMEHTHPBDIL, K quy
HEOOXO/IMIMO CTPEMUTHCS
«TOPOJY ¥ MUPY», YTOObI
BEpPHYTHCA Ha Iy Th
HPO-rpecca u MPOIOXKUTh
6ortee MOHATHbIE 1 YETKIE
BeKTOpHI pa3BuTysA. Kanra
HaNJCaHa IPOCTBIM 1
TIOHATHBIM Hy6]’[I/ILU/[CTI/[‘-Ie—
CKMM A3BIKOM, TE€3UCBI
aBTOPA MOJKPEIIAIOTCA
6O/IBIINM MacCHBOM
CTATUCTUYECCKNX TAH-HBIX
U MHEHMIT aBTOPUTETHBIX
3apyOeXXHBIX MCCIIeJoBaTe-
JIeit.

Tony Judt und

Timothy Snyder
Nachdenken tiber das

20. Jahrhundert
Miinchen: Hanser Verlag,
2013

TONY JUDT
TIMOTHY SNYDER
NACHDENKEN
(BER DAS

20.

JAHRHUNDERT

Das 20. Jahrhundert war
das Zeitalter der politischen
Visionen. Die unversohn-
lichen Konflikte zwischen
Kommunismus, Liberalis-
mus und Faschismus
hinterliefen auch in Tony
Judts Familie tiefe Spuren:
seine Cousine starb in
Auschwitz, sein Vater war
Marxist, er selbst begeis-
terte sich fiir die Kibbuz-
Bewegung in Israel, erlebte
1968 in Paris, das neo-
liberale Grofibritannien
unter Thatcher und schlief3-
lich, 1989, das Ende des
Kommunismus in Europa.
In seinem letzten Buch
verbindet der 2010 ver-
storbene Historiker, im
Dialog mit seinem Freund
Timothy Snyder, kenntnis-
reich und kritisch die
personliche Erinnerung
mit einer Bilanz der groflen
politischen Ideen der
Moderne.

lvan Krastev

In Mistrust We Trust:
Can Democracy Survive
When We Don’t Trust

Our Leaders?
TED Books, 2013

A recent Gallup poll listed
the most- and least-trusted
professions in America.

At the bottom of the list:
car salesmen and members
of Congress. It’s not hard
to understand why our
politicians rate so poorly—
scandals, myopia, obsti-
nence, party loyalty over

common good, fiscal cliffs.
All have left voters exas-
perated and confused. But
while confidence in our
elected leaders has never
been lower, we cling to the
belief that democracies
represent the epitome

of societal and political
organization. Why? In his
provocative book Ivan
Krastev explores this
incongruity between our
head and our heart.

Krzysztof Michalski

La flamme de [éternité.
Essais sur la pensée de
Friedrich Nietzsche
Paris: Editions Zofia de
Lannurien, 2013

Une nouvelle inter-
prétation de la philosophie
nietzschéenne, notamment
le role central que jouaient
les concepts déternité et

de temps. Léternité est

une mesure du temps mais
aussi un concept physiolo-
gique, inséparable du corps.
Michalski soutient que
"amour, la morale, I'instinct
de conservation, la mort de
Dieu prennent un sens
inédit a travers le prisme de
[éternité.

Anton Shekhovtsov
and Paul Jackson (eds.)
White Power Music:
Scenes of Extreme-Right
Cultural Resistance
Tlford: Searchlight and
RNM Publications, 2012

This volume presents

new analysis of the shifting
phenomenon of White
Power music. It offers a
timely overview of how
White Power music helps
preserve ultranationalist
and racist narratives,
recruit young people to

the extreme-right political
cause, and eventually
encourages violence against
the alleged ‘enemies’ and
‘traitors’ of the ‘White Race’
To map this diverse culture,
the volume focuses on na-
tional case studies ranging
from the West to the East,
as well as discussing par-
ticular topics such as the
role of women in White
Power music, censorship
and the legacy of the late
Ian Stuart Donaldson,
founder of the Blood

and Honour promotion
network and a major figure
in the extreme-right music
scene.

Marci Shore

The Taste of Ashes.

The Afterlife of Totalitarian-
ism in Eastern Europe

New York: Crown
Publishers, 2013

The Taste of Ashes spans
from Berlin to Moscow,
moving from Vienna in
Europe’s west through

Prague, Bratislava, Warsaw
and Bucharest to Vilnius
and Kiev in the post-com-
munist east. The result is

a shimmering literary
examination of the ghost of
communism—no longer
Marx’s “specter to come”
but a haunting presence of
the past. Marci Shore builds
her history around people
she came to know over the
course of the two decades
since communism came to
an end in Eastern Europe:
her colleagues and friends,
once-communists and
once-dissidents, the ac-
cusers and the accused,
the interrogators and the
interrogated, Zionists,
Bundists, Stalinists and
their children and grand-
children. For them, the
post-communist moment
has not closed but rather
has summoned up the
past: revolution in 1968,
Stalinism, the Second
World War, the Holocaust.
The end of communism
had a dark side. As Shore
pulls the reader into her
journey of discovery she
reveals the intertwining

of the personal and the
political, of love and
cruelty, of intimacy and
betrayal.

Books by Alumni

Cynthia L. Haven (ed.)

An Invisible Rope:

Portraits of Czeslaw Milosz
Ohio University Press, 2011

Czeslaw Milosz (1911~
2004) often seemed austere
and forbidding to Amer-
icans, but those who got

to know him found him
warm, witty, and endlessly
enriching. An Invisible Rope
presents a collection of
remembrances from his
colleagues, his students,
and his fellow writers and
poets in America and
Poland. Milosz’s oeuvre

is complex, rooted in
20"-century Eastern Euro-
pean history. A poet, trans-
lator, and prose writer,
Milosz was a professor at
the University of California,
Berkeley, from 1961 to
1998. In 1980 he was
awarded the Nobel Prize

in Literature.

Heiko Haumann

Dracula. Leben und Legende
Miinchen: Beck Verlag,
2011

Kaum eine historische
Gestalt ist so sehr von
Legenden umrankt wie
Vlad Draculea Tepes: Fiirst
der Walachei im Spatmittel-
alter, Kdmpfer gegen das
Osmanische Reich und
Kristallisationspunkt blu-
tiger Mythen, die schlief3-
lich in Bram Stokers
groflem Roman Dracula
(1897) kulminierten und
so den Protagonisten zu

einem Ahnherrn der
Vampire werden lieflen.
Der Autor erzihlt das
Leben des Vlad Tepes in
seiner Zeit, legt dar, wie es
zum heute verbreiteten
Dracula-Bild kam und
warum dieses noch immer
fasziniert.

Heiko Haumann

Hermann Diamanski:
Uberleben in der Katas-
trophe. Eine deutsche
Geschichte zwischen
Auschwitz und Staatssicher-
heitsdienst (1910-1976)
Koln: Bohlau Verlag, 2011

Hermann Diamanskis

Leben spiegelt deutsche
Geschichte im 20. Jahr-
hundert. Diamanski, See-
mann und Kommunist,
betitigte sich illegal gegen
den Nationalsozialismus
und kdmpfte im Spanischen
Biirgerkrieg. Im ,,Zigeuner-
lager“ von Auschwitz war
er Lageriltester, im Januar
1945 musste er am Todes-
marsch nach Buchenwald
teilnehmen. Nach dem
Krieg machte er Karriere

in Ostdeutschland, kam
jedoch bald in Konflikt mit
dem dortigen Apparat und
geriet in die Mithlen des
DDR-Staatssicherheitsdiens-
tes. Er fliichtete nach West-
deutschland und arbeitete
dort dann kurzzeitig fiir
den us-Geheimdienst.

Er sagte als Zeuge im
Auschwitz-Prozess aus,

auf eine Entschadigung

als Verfolgter des Nazi-
Regimes musste er lange
warten.

Cezary Wodzinski

Saint Idiot. Projet
danthropologie apophatique
Editions de La Différence,
2012

Un des rares essais sur

le personnage du »Fol en
Christ« de la tradition
byzantine et russe. Cette
figure familiére des lecteurs
de Dostoievski et des
auditeurs du Boris
Godounov de Moussorgski
ou elle vient porter la
malédiction a 'usurpateur
du pouvoir par un chant
en contrepoint, aune
spécificité peu connue en
France. Le »saint idiot« ou

le »yourodivy« est héritier
des prophetes de 'Ancien
Testament et de la lettre aux
Corinthiens de Paul.

Paul Celan
Translation Program

Jan Assmann

A vardzsfuvola -

Opera és misztérium

(Die Zauberflote.

Oper und Mysterium)
Ubersetzt von

Sandor Tatar

(Deutsch > Ungarisch)
Budapest: Atlantisz, 2012

Edmund Husserl

Prva filozofija.

Kriticka povest ideja
(Erste Philosophie
(1923/24). Erster Theil.
Kritische Ideengeschichte)
Ubersetzt von

Dragan Prole
(Deutsch > Serbisch)
Novi Sad: Izdavacka
knjizarnica Zorana
Stojanovica, 2012

Pierre Bourdieu

Limbaj si putere simbolica
(Langage et pouvoir
symbolique)

Ubersetzt von

Bogdan Ghiu

(Franz. > Rumainisch)
Bucarest: Editura Art, 2013

Jifi Langer

Die neun Tore.
Geheimnisse der Chassidim.
Erstmals vollstindig
iibersetzt von

Kristina Kallert
(Tschechisch > Deutsch)
Wien: Arco Verlag, 2013

Hans Joas

BosnukHosenue uenHocmeti
(Die Entstehung der Werte)
Ubersetzt von

Ksenia Timofeeva
(Deutsch > Russisch)

St. Petersburg: Aletheia,
2013

Junior Visiting
Fellows Conferences

Vol. xxx11

Agnieszka Pasieka, David
Petruccelli, and Ben Roth
(eds.)

Re-thinking European
Politics and History

IwM, Vienna, 2012

Contributions by Vera
Asenova, Tamara Banjeglav,
Philip Howe, Yulia
Komleva, Olha Martynuk,
Agnieszka Pasieka, David
Petruccelli, Elizabeth
Robinson, and Ben Roth

Vol. xxx1

Marta Bucholc (ed.)
Social Transformations in
Theory and Practice
1wM, Vienna, 2013

Contributions by Yulia
Arskaya, Marta Bucholc,
Elmar Flatschart, Piotr
Kuznietzow, Natalia
Palisheva, and Olena Palko

All volumes are available as
downloads: www.iwm.at

Transit -
Europdische Revue

Heft 43 (Winter 2012/13)
Verlag Neue Kritik,
Frankfurt a.M.

Demokratie und Krise

Ivan Krastev

Die Logik des Zerfalls:
Demokratie und Krise der
Europiéischen Union
Jacques Rupnik
Mitteleuropéische Lehren
aus der Euro-Krise

Janos Matyas Kovacs
Tradition, Nachahmung,
Erfindung: Neue Kapitalis-
men in Osteuropa

Boris Mezhuev
Perestroika 2.0: Dilemmas
der politischen Transfor-
mation in Russland

Der Balkan als Laboratori-
um der Moderne

Diana Mishkova

Transfer der Moderne.
Liberalismus und Tradition
auf dem Balkan des

19. Jahrhunderts
Dessislava Lilova

Die Konstruktion des
Balkans als Heimat
Constantin lordachi
Unerwiinschte Biirger.
Die ,Judenfrage® in
Ruminien und Serbien
zwischen 1831 und 1919

Martin Krenn

City Views (2003-2008).
Photographien

Julia Hartwig

Gedichte

David Martin

Religion und Gewalt.
Eine Kritik des ,,Neuen
Atheismus®

Webb Keane

Secularism as a Moral
Narrative of Modernity
Stawomir Sierakowski
Verlieren fiir die Menschen.
Czestaw Mitoszs Science
Fiction-Roman Die Berge
des Parnass

Tr@nsit online

Recent articles

Gerhard Gnauck

Der neue Kreisauer Kreis
Agnieszka Pasieka
Being Normal in Poland
Martina Steer

Jenseits des Traumas.
Uberlegungen zur
Erinnerungsforschung in
der Postmoderne

Robert Cooper

The European Union and
the Habsburg Monarchy

The Hungarian Shock:
Transition from Democracy?
Janos Matyas Kovacs
Frivolous Cohabitation.
Preparing the Soil for a
Jobbik Takeover?
Andras Bozoki

The Hungarian Shock:
Transition from
Democracy?

Janos Kornai

Taking Stock

Miklés Haraszti
Hungary’s Media Law
Package
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Books, Articles and Talks

Post-Orange Ukraine
Anton Shekhovtsov
Ukraine: The Far-Right in
Parliament for the First
Time

Mykola Riabchuk
Raiders’ State

Timothy Snyder
Ukraine’s Last Chance?
Mykola Riabchuk
Tymoshenko: Wake-up
Call for the U

Tatiana Zhurzhenko
Land of Confusion:
Ukraine, the EU and the
Tymoshenko Case

Articles and Talks by
Fellows and Guests
(09-12 2012)

Clemena Antonova

“Florensky’s ‘Concrete
Metaphysics™: The Visual
Theme in Russian Religious
Philosophy”, paper pres-
ented at the ASEEES
(Association for Slavic,
Eastern European, and
Eurasian Studies) 44"
Convention, New Orleans,
November 15-18, 2012.

“The Cult of St. Catherine
of Alexandria in the
Thirteenth Century:
Between Mount Sinai and
Pisa’, paper presented at
the conference Cuius
Patrocinio: Saints’ Cults and
the Dynamics of Regional
Cohesion, Dubrovnik,
October 18-20, 2012.

“Interview on Pavel
Florensky (1882-1937) and
Russian Religious Philoso-
phy, Oe1 (Austrian Broad-
casting Corporation),
December 5, 2012.

Eva Forgacs

“The Bauhaus and
Hungary’s Emigré Artists’
Last Illusions of Moder-
nity”, in: Lilly Dubowitz,
In Search of a Forgotten
Architect: Stefan Sebék
1901-1941, London:
Architectural Association,
2012.

“Studios and Secrets. Peter
Nadas in Kunsthaus Zug”
(in Hungarian), in: Elet és
irodalom, November 23,
2012.

“In Light, Space, and Time.
Peter Nadas’s Text Images”

(in Hungarian), in: Enigma,
No. 70, November 2012.

Vladislav Inozemtsev

»Die Mauern in Europa
endgiiltig schleifen”
(zusammen mit Horst
Teltschik und Andrzej
Olechowski), in: Handels-
blatt, 5. November 2012.

“Russia’s Perspectives into
a New Political Cycle’, in:
Russian Politics and Law,
Vol. 50, No. 6, November-
December 2012.

“Universal Value’ at

Its ‘Natural Limit'?”, in:
Vladislav Inozemtsev

and Piotr Dutkiewicz,
Democracy versus
Modernization. A Dilemma

for Russia and for the
World, London/New York:
Routledge, 2012.

»Putin legt fest, wer nach
ihm kommt, in: Die Kleine
Zeitung, 14. Dezember
2012.

Tom Junes

“Student Opposition
Politics in Poland and
South Africa: Youth
Rebellion as a Factor in the
Demise of Communism
and Apartheid”, in: Studia
Historyczne Lv, No. 3, 2012.

«

Copycat Tactics’ in
Processes of Regime
Change: The Demise of
Communism in Poland and
Apartheid in South Africa”
(together with Adrian
Guelke), in: Critique ¢
Humanism, No. 40, 2012
(a Bulgarian translation

of the article by Elitza
Stanoeva was published in
Sociological problems,

No. XLIV-1, 2012).

Cornelia Klinger

»Ich seh etwas, was Du
nicht siehst ... Oder: Uber
das Verhiltnis von Blinden
und Lahmen®, in: Mark
Luckhof et al., ,,... wenn
die Stunde es zuldfst.“

Zur Traditionalitit und
Aktualitdt kritischer
Theorie, Miinster: West-
falisches Dampfboot, 2012.

»Leibdienst — Liebes-
dienst - Dienstleistung, in:
Klaus Dorre, Dieter Sauer
und Volker Wittke (Hg.),
Arbeitssoziologie und
Kapitalismustheorie,
Frankfurt: Campus, 2012.

»Autonomie — Authen-
tizitat — Alteritat. Zur
asthetischen Ideologie
der Moderne®, in: Hans
Schelkshorn und
Jameleddine Ben Abdeljelil
(Hg.), Die Moderne im
interkulturellen Diskurs.
Beitrige aus dem ara-
bischen, lateinamerikani-
schen und europdischen
Denken, Weilerswist:
Velbriick Wissenschaft,
2012.

Ivan Krastev

“European Disintegration?
A Fraying Union’, in:
Journal of Democracy, Vol.
23, No. 4, October 2012.

“The Political Logic of
Disintegration: Seven
Lessons from the Soviet
Collapse’, in: Economic
Policy, ceps Essays,
September 26, 2012.

“Sociedade da desconfi-
anga’, Interview in Revista
magazine, 12" edition,
December, 2012.

“Il n'ya plus rien en
commun entre les élites
russes et le peuple”,
Interview in Le Monde,
December 8, 2012.

*

“Policy brief at the
European Commission
(Participation), BEPA
European Commission
Office Brussels, September
6,2012.

“Sliding Democracies in
the West. The Future of the
Western Liberal Order”
(Presentation), Opening
Conference of the
Transatlantic Academy,
Washington, September 19,
2012.

“The Middle Kingdom in
Mitteleuropa: Force for
Good or Disruptive
Presence?” (Panel Speaker),
Central Europe Strategy
Forum, cepa U.s.,
Washington, September
20-21, 2012.

“It’s the Politics, Stupid!”
(Panel Speaker), csis
International Policy
Roundtable Meeting As

the European Crisis Turns,
Washington, September 25,
2012.

“Promoting Democracy
Abroad, Questioning
Democracy at Home. The
New Democracy Debate

in the West” (Keynote
Speech), Democracy Promo-
tion and Nation Building in
United States Foreign Policy,
GME International Sympo-
sium, Paris, October 18-19,
2012.

e

Is Europe... Boring?”,
Battle of Ideas Festival,
Institute of Ideas, Signet
House London, London,
October 19-21, 2012.

“The EU in Crisis—The
View from Russia” (Panel
Chair), Europe at Risk,
Vienna, Kreisky Forum,
October 23-24, 2012.

ECFR Austrian National
Debate with Marti
Ahtisaari (Participation),
ECFR, Vienna, October 31,
2012.

“In Mistrust We Trust:

Can Transparency Revive
Democracy?”, Lecture at
the International Forum for
Democratic Studies at the
National Endowment for
Democracy, Washington,
November 14, 2012.

“Europe at Risk—The
Political Logic of Disin-
tegration”, Lecture at
Krytyka Polityczna,
Warsaw, November 28,
2012.

“Conference Business and
Government (Opening
Speech), Capital Weekly,
Sofia, December 3, 2012.

“The Crisis of Western
Democracy: Have Govern-
ments Lost the Ability to
Self-Correct? Democracy as
a self-correcting society”,
Lecture at the Transatlantic
Academy, GME, December
13, 2012.

Katherine Lebow

“The Conscience of the
Skin: Interwar Polish
Memoir and Social Rights”,
in: Humanity: An Inter-
disciplinary Journal of
Human Rights, Humanitari-
anism, and Development 3,
Special Issue on Social
Rights, 2012.

*

“The Voice and the Eye:
Changing Visual Regimes
in Polish Competition
Memoir, 1930-1984”,
Presentation at the
Conference Visions of

Socialism(s) in Eastern
Europe: Visual Cultures
and the Writing of History,
cERI-Sciences Po, Paris,
December, 2012.

“Life-Writing Compe-
titions in Interwar Poland:
From Social Science Meth-
od to Civic Discourse”,
Presentation at the 1w,
Vienna, November, 2012.

“Unfinished Socialism:
Nowa Huta’s Landscapes,
1949-1989”, Presentation
at the Second Congress
for Foreign Scholars of
Polish History, Krakdw,
September, 2012.

Olha Martynyuk

“Russian Nationalism at
the Beginning of 20™
Century: Conservative
Politics and Electoral
Strategies on the Right-
bank Ukraine” (in Russian),
on: www.uamoderna.com,
September 12, 2012.

Maciej Nowicki

“Putin’s New Clothes.

An Interview with Ivan
Krastev’, in: Aspen Review,
Fall 2012.

“The Germans No Longer
Take America Into
Account. An Interview
with Emmanuel Todd” in:
Aspen Review, Fall 2012.

“Banks are not Eternal’, in:
Aspen Review, Fall 2012.

“Narcissism Versus
Histeria’, in: Aspen Review,
Fall 2012.

Margus Ott

“Movement and Virtuality.
A Recension of Carax’s
Holy Motors” (in Estonian),
in: Kinoleht La Strada,
October 4, 2012.

“Women and Facilitation”
(in Estonian), in: Miiiirileht,
December 14, 2012.

Nora Ruck

»Moglichkeiten einer
feministischen Wissen-
schaftskritik an der
Psychologie®, Ferienuni
Kritische Psychologie, Freie
Universitit Berlin, Berlin,
13. September 2012.

,Kritisch Publizieren -
Journale und Institutionen
kritischer Psychologie,
Ferienuni Kritische
Psychologie, Freie Uni-
versitit Berlin, Berlin, 14.
September 2012.

Timothy Snyder

“The Causes of the
Holocaust”, in: Contempo-
rary European History 21,
No. 2, 2012.

“Diaspora der Erinnerung’,
in: Isolde Charim and
Gertraud Auer Borea (eds.),
Lebensmodell Diapora:
Uber moderne Nomaden,
Bielefeld: transkript Verlag,
2012.

“Foreward to Jochen Bohler
and Stephan Lehnstaedt
(eds.), Gewalt und Alltag im
besetzten Polen 1939-1945,
Osnabriick: fibre Verlag,
2012.

“European Mass

Killing and European
Commemoration”, in:
Vladimir Tismaneanu (ed.),
Remembrance, History

and Justice, Budapest:

CEU Press, 2012.

Anton Shekhovtsov

“European Far-Right Music
and Its Enemies”, in: Ruth
‘Wodak, John E. Richardson
(eds.), Analysing Fascist
Discourse: European
Fascism in Talk and Text,
London: Routledge, 2012.

“Ukraine: the Far-Right in
Parliament for the First
Time”, in: openDemocracy.
net, November 1, 2012.

“Poland: Huge Rise in
Nationalist Marchers”,
in: Searchlight, No. 449,
December 2012.

“White Power Music:
Scenes of Extreme-Right
Cultural Resistance”, Paper
presented at the Seminar
“Faces of Eastern Europe’,
1wM, Vienna, October 3,
2012.

*

“Right-Wing Cultural
Warfare: White Power
Music and Beyond”, Paper
presented at the Conference
The Media and the Radical
Right, Central European
University, Budapest,
November 19, 2012.

“Svoboda: A New Force in
Ukraine’s Parliament”,
Guest Talk, Europdisch-
Ukrainische Kooperation,
Vienna, November 29,
2012.

“The Rise of the Ukrainian
Far Right”, Paper presented
at the Junior Visiting
Fellows’ Conference
Re-examining the Role of
Politics in Different Fields
and Contexts, TwM, Vienna,
December 13, 2012.

Manuel Troster

“Plutarch and Mos
Maiorum in the Life of
Aemilius Paullus”, in:
Ancient Society, Vol. 42,
2012.

Nicolas de Warren

“The Soliloquy of Light
and Reason: Husserl’s Ideen
I and Levinas”, in: Thomas
Nenon (ed.), The Legacy of
Husserl’s Ideen, Dordrecht:
Springer Verlag, 2012.

“The Forgiveness of Time
and Consciousness”, in:
Dan Zahavi (ed.), Oxford
Handbook on Phenomenol-
ogy, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2012.

Karolina Wigura

“The Broken Mirror of
Europe” (in Polish), in:
Tygodnik Powszechny,

No. 49 (3308), December 2,
2012.

»Europa braucht Demo-
kratie, keine Vormachtstel-
lung®, in: Kultura Liberalna,
Nr. 199 (44/2012), 30.
Oktober 2012.

“What is going on in
Gaza?”, Interviews with
Patrycja Sasnal and Diana
Buttu (in Polish), in:
Kultura Liberalna, No. 202
(47/2012), November 20,
2012.

»Die Europiéische Union ist
ein Club der gedemiitigten
Imperien. Interview mit
Peter Sloterdijk*, in:
Kultura Liberalna, Nr. 206
(51/2012), 18. Dezember
2012.

“I'm Very Bad at the
Arithmetic of Suffering.
Interview with Konstanty
Gebert” (in Polish), in:
Amen—Catalogue of
Mauricio Cattelan’s
Exhibition in the Centrum
Sztuki Wspodtczesnej
Zamek Ujazdowski,
Warsaw 2012.

*

“What Changes Does the
World Need? How to Solve
the Problem of Increasing
Social Inequalities?” (Panel
Moderation), European
Forum of New Ideas, PKpP
Lewiatan, Sopot, September
28, 2012.

»Erinnerung, Schuld und
Versohnung als politische
Strategie® (Vortrag),
Internationales, interdiszip-
lindres Symposium Identitdt
nach dem Konflikt: Zur
Rolle von Erinnerung und
Stereotypen in Versohnungs-
prozessen, Emden, 16.
Oktober 2012.

“The Outcomes of Polish
Reconciliation” (Presenta-
tion), National Reconcilia-
tion in Transitional
Realities—Polish Experience
and Palestinian Needs,
pAssIA & Polish Institute
of International Affairs,
Jerusalem, November 14,
and Ramallah, November
15, 2012.

Radio Broadcast on Peter
Sloterdijk, Komentatrze
Radia Tok rm, Radio Tok
FM, December 18, 2012

TV Broadcast, Babilon,
TVN 24, November 10 and
17, December 1 and 22,
2012.
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RUSSIA, Inc.—The New
Realities of the Russian State

BY VLADISLAV INOZEMTSEV

Flourishing corruption, personal enrichment and authoritarian leadership have turned Russia into a primarily economic project of the elites.

This system combines material wealth with personal freedom—but only as long as it does not challenge the regime itself. Vladislav Inozemtsev

gives three reasons why “Russia, Inc.” is going to prevail.

GAZPROM

DRINK®

ENE RGY

he future of Russia features
prominently in European
discourse these days. Most
analysts focus on the rise of corrup-
tion, political ineffectiveness and
street protests; others point to the
flight of capital and gloomy econom-
ic prospects. While there certainly
exist grounds for such speculations,
I want to draw some attention to the
inner workings of the contempo-
rary Russian state. Moreover, I want
to discuss the means by which the
state may secure its survival for a
comparatively long period of time.
My analysis consists of two main
arguments. Firstly, the current sys-
tem in Russia is based not on cor-
ruption in the traditional sense, but
on a complete merger of public ser-
vice and private business interests;
members of the political elite are fo-
cused not on the welfare of the na-
tion but on their respective personal
fortunes. Russia has in a sense been
transformed into a “Russia, Inc”
in which the commercial interests
of the political class dominate the
needs of the population. Secondly,
under such circumstances there is no
hope whatsoever that the situation
might be changed from above, since

Photo: www.englishrussia.com

the “vertical of power” is strongly
united by its business goals and will
consolidate whenever it feels itself
threatened. Consequently, I do not
envisage any possibility of a conflict
inside Russias ruling political elite
in the foreseeable future.

I would point out that Putin’s
regime draws great strength from
the immense wealth it commands.
Russia’s federal revenues for 2012
exceeded 405 billion dollars, allow-
ing the elite to allocate 20 billion to

infrastructure projects and, most
importantly, to look the other way
as bureaucrats misuse vast sums of
public money. This latter phenom-
enon serves to consolidate a system
in which the personal enrichment
of politicians is not merely sporad-
ic but systemic; it is part of the very
foundation of the regime, as well as
its best guarantee against the “revolt
of the elites”

A Culture of Bureaucratic
Corruption

To draw analogies between cor-
ruption in the Western sense and cor-
ruption as practiced in modern Rus-
sia is to greatly underestimate the
latter. Bureaucrats in modern Russia
have a variety of legal avenues of si-
phoning off state funds—most com-
monly, a politician’s associates and
relatives will organize various busi-
nesses which, through formal proce-
dures, are granted public contracts;
these contracts are then realized at
greatly inflated prices. For example,
while the A20 Autobahn in north-
ern Germany, finalized in 2005, cost
less than 5,4 million euro per kilo-
meter, the plan to construct a 520-
km long, six-lane highway around
Moscow’s outskirts is valued at 469
billion rubles, or 22,5 million euro
per kilometer; such disparities fail
to provoke surprise among Russians.

The so-called “siloviki” are en-
gaged in a different enterprise: they
open criminal investigations against
the owners of successful businesses,
charge them with tax irregularities
and then force them to sell off their
assets at cut-rate prices. Only 9% of
such lawsuits are brought to trial, as
opposed to around 94% of first-de-
gree murder cases. The vast major-
ity these lawsuits, then, are settled

The personal enrichment of politicians

is not merely sporadic but systemic.

preparations for an APEC summit
in Vladivostok; meanwhile, federal
revenues in 1999 totaled less than 22
billion dollars. Similarly, Gazprom’s
revenue has multiplied from 11 bil-
lion to 158 billion in the same peri-
od. This influx of cash affords Putin
numerous opportunities: he is able
to address the problems of the low-
income population, to launch huge

by other means—presumably in ex-
change for some form of bribe.

In the meantime, deputies often
busy themselves manipulating laws
s0 as to benefit certain business inter-
ests—the so-called “tobacco lobby”
spent more than 30 million dollars
in order to postpone new legisla-
tion which would ban smoking in
public places and tighten the rules

of cigarette advertising, according
to sources familiar with the issue.
Once again, it is important to note
that most of these activities fall with-
in Russia’s current legal framework.
The public service in Russia has al-
ready become a kind of very prof-
itable business; would-be bureau-
crats are motivated primarily by
their drive to convert the privileges
of political office into huge materi-
al benefits for themselves.

It is obvious that this culture of
bureaucratic corruption could never
have spread without the consent of
the powers that be. Since President
Putin took power in 2000, not a sin-
gle minister has been sentenced for
any criminal wrongdoing, nor has
any regional governor; the political
elite is therefore placed largely above
the law. The government sporadical-
ly issues warnings when it considers
a particular transgression intolera-
ble; such was recently the case with
the Defense Ministry, where relatives
and friends of the Minister appropri-
ated hundreds of millions of dollars
from selling off state assets. Even in
so egregious a case, however, it is all
but certain that Mr. Serdyukov will
never be charged.

It is also crucial to assess the
prospect of pressure from below. My
view is that such pressure will not be
particularly strong in the coming
years. From December 2011 onward,
no street rallies larger than 100,000
people were held in Russia, unlike
the late 1980’, when million-strong
crowds were a common occurrence
in Moscow. In provincial cities the
opposition movement is barely vis-
ible, and I believe it will exhaust it-
self in the upcoming year.

Why, then, does Putin’s govern-
ment remain largely unchallenged?
First of all one should acknowledge
that present-day Russia is, in gener-
al, a relatively free country. Unlike
in the Soviet era, Russians can now
acquire property and conduct busi-
ness, they have unlimited access to
information and the Internet, all
taboos have been lifted in person-
al life, and citizens can freely leave
the country and return. The latter
item is of crucial importance, since
more than one million Russians have
already left the country in the past
eight years, and more than four mil-
lion Russians now possess cartes de
séjour in EU countries alone, allow-
ing them to stay abroad for long du-
rations. This represents up to one-
third of those Russians who could
properly be considered middle-class

in the European sense. Thus, many
affluent citizens are ready to leave if
Russia’s authoritarian features were
to metastasize, and are consequent-
ly less anxious about the fragility of
the country’s political freedoms. I
suppose that the opposition forces
would have much better chances of
success were it not for this wave of
middle-class emigration.

A Free Society under
Authoritarian Management

This freedom doesn’t mean that
Russia is—or will soon become—a
liberal democracy, because it is most-
ly limited to “freedom from” rather
than “freedom to”—citizens might
be free from the necessity to get per-
mission for leaving the country, but
the liberties necessary for true polit-
ical involvement remain rather lim-
ited. On the contrary, this system of
corrupt governance produces a situ-
ation in which it becomes quite sim-
ple to resolve many of the problems
an ordinary citizen or small-busi-
nessman may face, and to resolve
them “on an individualized basis.”
The strength of Putin’s model of rule
is based on a complete devaluation
of any collective action: while be-
ing able to resolve all one’s problems
with bribes, one can expect to face
the full force of the state apparatus
if one decides to organize any kind
of protest against rules and norms of
the system, or even to openly chal-
lenge these rules. This peculiar mix
of personal freedom and the option
to resolve many of problems in an
“unofficial” manner results in the
general feeling that life in contem-
porary Russia is, if not easy, at least
quite comfortable for those who con-
fine themselves to personal materi-
alistic goals—and the vast majority
of Russians may well fall into this
category. Those who are complete-
ly dissatisfied are free to leave, after
all—and in this case they would be
even better off, because almost ev-
erywhere in Europe they would ex-
perience a lower cost of living and
far more affordable housing pric-
es than in any Russian city with a
population of one million or more.

Overall, when looking at pres-
ent-day Russia, one might accurate-
ly describe it as a free society under
authoritarian management, with rel-
atively few signs of discontent. Putin
has brilliantly combined the seduc-
tive power of material wealth with
the fruits of nearly absolute personal
freedom, and he master-fully uses the
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might of the state to “correct” small
irregularities arising from the liber-
al aspirations of certain segments of
society. Taking all this into account,
I do not expect serious problems
for the regime to emerge before the
new electoral cycle begins in 2016.
One uncertainty it faces is the pre-
sumed vulnerability of oil and gas
prices, given that 54% of Russia’s
budget revenues originate from the
energy sector. However, I do not ex-
pect that oil prices will decline dra-
matically in coming years, since the
global economy has already adapt-
ed to the current price point over
the last decade. Meanwhile, Russia
has already accumulated sufficient
financial reserves to allow the state
to cover any possible budget deficit
for up to three years, even in the un-
likely event that oil prices dip below
60 dollars per barrel. The only sig-
nificant threat to the Russian system
stems not from any internal con-
flict but from the per-sonal thirst
for power that motivates Mr. Putin

himself. If he were tactful enough to
have orchestrated a smooth transfer
of power in 2008, as Chinese leaders
do every ten years, this system would
be capable of persisting for decades.
But in returning to the presidency
in May 2012, Putin placed his per-
sonal wishes above the needs of the
political system he has built.

To wrap it all up, I would argue
that Europe should prepare itself for
long-term cooperation with the pe-
culiar form of energy-rich kleptoc-
racy that has developed on its East-
ern borders. Those who grow weary
of Putin’s personality and his leader-
ship style may try to vote for someone
else in 2018; until then, it remains
unlikely that anything sudden will
alter Russia’s political landscape. <

Vladislav Inozemtsev is Professor of
Economics and Director of the Centre

of Post-Industrial Studies in Moscow.

He is chairman of the High Council of
the Civilian Force Party and IWM Visiting
Fellow as part of the Russia in Global
Dialogue Fellowship Program.

Russia in Global Dialogue

Does Europe get Russia right? And
does Russia get the world right? In
the two decades after the end of the
Cold War, the intellectual interaction
between Russia and Europe has
intensified a lot, but paradoxically
what we witness recently is a con-
stant failure to come up with a
common conversation. Europe’s
current debate on Russia is solely
focused on what Russia lacks—
democracy, rule of law, moderniza-
tion—, and there is a tendency to
view Putin’s Russia as a “paperback
edition” of the Soviet Union. At the
same time, Russian public debate

is not immune to conspiracy theories
in trying to explain the changes in
the modern world.

There is an urgent need for
re-engagement between Russia’s
debate on the directions of the world
and Europe’s debate on the choices
that Russia faces. The Russia in
Global Dialogue Fellowship Program
at the IWM, supported by the Open
Society Foundations, is an attempt
to answer this need.
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and Associate, Harvard School of
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May 22, 2012

Alexander Etkind

Reader in Russian Literature and
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People or Territory? (see also Books
in Perspective p. 21)
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Current Trends in Russian Politics
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Building a Home of One’s Own.
Private Life, Political Change and
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Vice-Speaker of the Federation
Council; Governor of Russia’s
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Byzantine Studies, St. Petersburg
State University; IWM Guest
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We say farewell and

thank you to three col-
leagues who left the twm
at the beginning of 2013:
Dessy Gavrilova and Meropi
Tzanetakis, who were in
charge of the Institute’s
public relations during
2012, and put lots of
dedication and passion
into their many tasks.
Program Coordinator
Manuel Troster returned
to Germany to take on a
similar task as scientific
coordinator of “The Young
Academy” in Berlin. We
wish all of them well for
their new assignments.

At the same time we
welcomend and are happy
to introduce our two new
colleagues who are now
responsible for public
relations and program
coordination. Marion
Gollner joined us in Janu-
ary. She studied Social and
Cultural Anthropology as
well as Political Science in
Vienna. Before joining the
1wM she worked at the
Institute for Social
Anthropology at the
Austrian Academy of
Sciences as PR officer and
scientific researcher.
Christina Pdssel took over
her job in April. Prior to
joining the TwM, she taught
medieval history at a Uk
university, and is now

using her experience as
a researcher to support
and coordinate the twm
Permanent Fellows’
projects.

The twM recently launched
its new website which
provides many additional
features—including an
extended “Read, Listen &
Watch” section with current
articles and media clip-
pings, videos and audio
files as well as a modified
event calendar showing the
most interesting lectures,
debates and talks at first
glance. So have a look and
visit us on our new website:
www.iwm.at

We are proud to announce
that two twm members
have been voted to be
among the World Thinkers
2013: Michael Sandel

(No. 21) and Ivan Krastev
(No. 56). The ranking is
based on the Prospect
Magazine’s annual World
Thinkers Poll—a “snapshot
of the intellectual trends
that dominate our age”—
including more than 10,000
votes from over 100
countries: www.prospect-
magazine.co.uk
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wird sich mit dem Thema
Zukunft der Demokratie
beschaftigen. Beitrage u.a.

Leggewie und Patrizia Nanz,
Jan-Werner Mueller, Stefan

Sighard Neckel, Claus Offe,
Pierre Rosanvallon, Michael
Sandel, Krzysztof Michalski

The Friedrich Schiller-
Visiting Professorship at
the interdisciplinary
research centre Laborato-
rium Aufklirung at the
Friedrich-Schiller-Universi-
ty in Jena, Germany, is
awarded annually to an
outstanding scholar. Its
recipient in 2012 was
Charles Taylor, Prof. em.
at Montreal’s McGill
University and twm
Permanent Fellow.

On December 7, 2012,

our partner in the EUR 1AS
Fellowship Program,
Central European
University’s Institute for
Advanced Study in
Budapest, took its fellows’
community on a day trip
to Vienna. We used this
opportunity to organize a
get-together for the twm’s
and the CEU 1as’s fellows to
learn about each other’s
research and to socialize at
the twm.

Congratulations to Nora
Ruck on the award of one
of the European Commis-
sion’s prestigious Marie
Curie International
Outgoing Fellowships.
She is planning to use her
fellowship for a research
residency at York Uni-
versity’s History and Theory
of Psychology Program in
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Toronto. She prepared her
project during her stay at
the twM as a Guest in
summer 2012.

Yulia Arskaya, who came

to the Institute as Alexander
Herzen Visiting Fellow

in 2011, gave birth to a
daughter, Tamara, in Febru-
ary 2013. Both the parents
and the newborn daughter
are well. Only some days
later little Viktor, son of
Sergej Danilov (Milena
Jesenska Fellow 2012) and
his wife Sandra, was born.
Warmest congratulations

to all of them.

We are mourning the loss
of Maria Schaumayer, who
passed away on January 23,
2013, at the age of 81. Dr.
Schaumayer was a friend
and close supporter of the
1wM for many years. Maria
Schaumayer was renowned
and highly respected across
party-political and national
borders in her many career
positions as politician, di-
rector of the Austrian
National Bank (oenB),
government representative
for the compensation pay-
ments to Nazi-era forced
laborers, and pioneering
advocate for gender
equality.
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The Ukrainian Extreme Right

Seen from Inside and Out

BY ANTON SHEKHOVTSOV

Ukraine is exasperatingly skilled at exposing itself to bitter criticism from the international community, with 2012 being an exceptional year in

this respect. Anton Shekhovtsov on the rise of the ultranationalist Svoboda Party and EUs skepticism.

n the run-up to Euro 2012, the
country became the object of
the somewhat hysterical atten-
tion of the British media, including
the BBC, The Daily Mail and The Sun,
who warned their audience of the per-
ils of attending matches there. Ac-
cording to former Arsenal and Tot-
tenham defender Sol Campbell, the
country was racist and full of foot-
ball hooligans, and non-white fans
“could end up coming back in a cof-
fin” In this atmosphere of fear, thou-
sands decided to stay away. It didn’t
really matter that Ukrainians turned
out to be hospitable hosts and that
not one racist or violent incident in-
volving Ukrainian fans was reported
during the tournament. The damage
to Ukraine’s image had been done.
But who cares about the image of
a country whose authorities repeat-
edly violate the principles of democ-
racy, human rights and the rule of
law? Moreover, the fact that racism
and prejudice do exist in Ukraine
makes the country’s international
image even more vulnerable.

Racial Violence
without Consequences

In 2012, the international me-
dia frequently reported on ethnic,
cultural and social discrimination
in Ukraine. Yet not a single perpe-
trator of homophobic violence that
took place in Ukraine last year has
been prosecuted. At the same time,
Olaolu Femi, a Nigerian student at
the Taras Shevchenko National Uni-
versity of Luhansk, remains in pris-
on. In 2011 he was charged with at-
tempted premeditated murder after
he had dared to fend off five young
Ukrainians who had carried out a
racially motivated attack on him
and his friend.

In December 2012, the Europe-
an Union drew attention to racism in
Ukrainian society. In its resolution
on Ukraine, the European Parliament
voiced its concern about “rising na-
tionalistic sentiment in Ukraine, ex-
pressed in support for the Svoboda
Party”, and recalled that “racist, an-
ti-Semitic and xenophobic views go
against the EU’s fundamental values
and principles.” The resolution was
followed by a report entitled “2012
Top Ten Anti-Israel/Anti-Semitic
Slurs,” published by the Simon Wie-
senthal Centre, featuring two prom-
inent members of Svoboda.

The attention paid to the ex-
treme right Svoboda Party—the
All-Ukrainian Union “Freedom”
to give it its official name—was a
result of its strong performance at

Svoboda’s leader Oleh Tyahnybok with an axe followed by his supporters

the parliamentary elections in Oc-
tober 2012. This marked a turning
point in Ukrainian politics. Obtain-
ing a startling 10.44% of the propor-
tional vote and winning in 12 sin-
gle-member districts, the Svoboda
party secured 37 seats in parliament
and entered Ukrainian political his-
tory as the first party to form an ex-
treme right parliamentary faction.

Although a newcomer to the
Ukrainian parliament, the party has
been known to researchers since 1991,
when it was still called the Social-
National Party of Ukraine (sNpv).
Its current leader, Oleh Tyahnybok,
was twice elected as an MP (in 1998—
2002 and 2002-2006), the only rel-
evant successes in the career of the
otherwise fringe party. Following the
advice of the French National Front,
the snPU changed its name to the All-
Ukrainian Union “Freedom” in 2004,
along the lines of the Freedom Par-
ty of Austria and the Freedom Party
of Switzerland (since then, extreme
right “freedom” parties have also ap-
peared in the Netherlands, the Unit-
ed Kingdom and Germany).

Svoboda’s Formula for Success

The name-change was followed
by ideological and organizational
modernization, and this played a
significant role in the party’s recent
success. Above all, however, Svobo-
da has benefited from three factors.
First, the perceived popular demand
for radical opposition to the “unpa-
triotic” policies of the current gov-
ernment and President Viktor Ya-
nukovych; second, the deep public

distrust of the national democrats
(first and foremost the Fatherland
party, nominally led by the impris-
oned former Prime Minister Yuliya
Tymoshenko) and their ability to op-
pose these policies; and third, grow-
ing legitimacy thanks to increased
media visibility.

It is difficult to overestimate
the latter point. Svoboda’s success
in the 2012 parliamentary elections

clan’s plans. It remains to be seen
whether Yanukovych’s political ad-
visors indeed conceive a “France
2002” scenario for the 2015 presi-
dential elections. If so, Tyahnybok,
playing Jean-Marie Le Pen to Yanu-
kovych’s Jacques Chirac, will advance
to the second round of the election,
only to be crushed by a landslide.
My survey of people who voted
for Svoboda at the 2012 parliamen-

Who cares about the image of a country

whose authorities repeatedly violate

the principles of democracy, human rights

and the rule of law?

has largely the same source as Ty-
moshenko’s seven-year prison sen-
tence for abuse of office and the sub-
sequent charges brought against her
early this year of the contract mur-
der of politician and businessman
Yevhen Shcherban. This source is
President Yanukovych and his ha-
tred of the national democrats, fu-
elled by his humiliation during the
Yushchenko-Tymoshenko regime
and the business interests of Yanu-
kovych’s “family” (on its way to be-
ing the wealthiest oligarchic clan
in Ukraine). The rise of Svoboda
is hugely beneficial to Yanukovych
and his “family”, since it takes place
at the expense of invidious nation-
al democrats who could thwart the

tary elections shows that the ma-
jority had cast their ballots for the
mainstream national democrats in
previous years. Had Svoboda not
taken part in the 2012 elections,
they would have cast their ballots
for the Fatherland party or Vitaliy
Klychko’s upar. When asked why
they supported Svoboda, most re-
plied that it was the only party that
was genuinely opposed to Yanu-
kovych. It is true that Svoboda’s po-
litical discourse is characterized by
stark criticism of Yanukovych and
Prime Minister Azarov, but it was
the “party of power” that enabled
Svoboda to communicate its mes-
sage to potential voters via the me-
dia, especially national v, which is

Photo: Oleh Tyahnybok's Facebook page

directly or indirectly controlled by
the authorities. After gaining a mis-
erable 0.76% of the vote in the 2007
and never represented in parliament
until the 2012 election, Svoboda had
never enjoyed such high visibility.

Regrettably, many other op-
position leaders, in particular Ty-
moshenko, Oleksandr Turchynov
and Arseniy Yatsenyuk, voiced ac-
knowledgement of Svoboda’s “true
opposition” status. They all down-
played the ultranationalist charac-
ter of Svoboda’s ideas, either for in-
strumental reasons or simply because
of negligence (Klychko seems to be
the only notable opposition leader
who is wary).

The Laziest Lawmakers

Now that Svoboda is represent-
ed in the parliament, it is unlikely
to moderate its positions, as some
Ukrainian commentators suggest.
That may appear a clever strategic
move—Svoboda could keep the ma-
jor part of its largely pro-Eu voters,
who do not share the party’s most
radical nationalist stances and who
presumably gave it the benefit of the
doubt in 2012. Yet the party is high-
ly unlikely to challenge its own im-
age as the only ideological and un-
compromising force left in Ukraine,
as well as to risk suffering a split be-
tween its various factions.

The European Parliament’s con-
cern about rising support for the ul-
tranationalists should have a sober-
ing effect on those who voted for
Svoboda and at the same time sup-
port Ukraine’s European integra-
tion. These voters need to internal-
ize the EU’s fundamental values and
principles and realize that their elec-
toral behavior adds to the negative
image of the country abroad. They
may also come to reason by look-
ing at the statistics of the legislative
activities of the new parliament: at
the end of 2012, Svoboda’s faction
was the only parliamentary group
that had not registered a single draft
law. With all the intolerant noise and
scandal they produce, Svoboda’s mps
prove to be the laziest and most in-
efficient lawmakers. The empty can
indeed rattles the most. <

Anton Shekhovtsov is Junior Visiting
Fellow at the IWM and editor of the
Explorations of the Far Right book series
at ibidem-Verlag (further publications
on p. 24/25).
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