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(Przeworski 1986, 110-111).
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(Comisso 1995, 200-238).

(Stepan 1986, 153-165).
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1967
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(Alexander Dubcek) 1
(Antonin Novotny)
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1968 1 5
( ) (Frederick 1991, 133-153).
( 1995, 290-291).
1960
. 1960
2) , 1937 9 4
1965 4 2 . 1961 1962
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. 1961 6.8 , 9,2 1962
1.4 s 6.3 . 1963
2.2 y 0.6 .
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(Renner 1989, 49-50).
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Velvet Revolution and Democratization

in the Czech Republic

Ahn, Seung Gook

Center for Comparative Democratic Studies

Czech’s democratic transition was led by negotiations between the ruling
forces and the opposition forces. The transition process involved a distinct
sequence of stages. First, the ruling forces engaged in political liberalization
and began to lose control power. The opposition established the Civic Forum
and exploited the opportunity of challenge. The Civic Forum expanded political
demands like nationwide election and political reform. Second, the ruling forces
reacted forcefully to suppress the opposition and the opposition pushed the
regime strongly. The ruling and opposition forces perceived a standoff and
began to explore the possibilities of a democratic transition. Therefore Czech’s
democratic transition was marked by cycles of challenge and repression. Such
cycles eventually led to bilateral agreements of democratic transition. The political
process through negotiated agreements resulted in political reform and transition
elections. Third, Czech’s transition election, the 1990 general election and took
place through a pact between the ruling and the opposition forces. With the

election, Czech moved from the communist rule to the democratic regime.
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