Meetings of the new and old Lithuania

During the preparation of our event, professor Raimundas Lopata named one document as „Peasants meeting dynastic aristocrats“. Comic, but really well pointed, it is the exact difference between the old and new Lithuania. Still there‘s a question, where these concepts come from and why we need such kind of meetings?


While presenting the report “The Scattered Lithuania’s Remembrance and Thresholds of Oblivion” one year ago, I have talked about several thresholds of forgetfulness. I want to recall some of them:

· The first one – determined by the soviet era, which lasted for fifty years, well known threshold. Everything, connected with Lithuanian traditions, was scrubbed from the memory. Not only memory about the heritage of the Great Duchy of Lithuania, was liquidated, but the traditions of modern  Lithuanian Republic as well. 
· The second - the peasantry and ethno-cultural tone of Lithuanian national rebirth, which withdrew not only nobles, but all the Lithuanians belonging to Adomas Mickevicius stratum. All this determined the contradictory relation of Lithuanian Republic, which lasted for twenty years, with the Great Duchy of Lithuania, especially with its’ latest period, which  was regarded as a “sleep” or “polish period”, disrupted only by the rebirth in XIX century. 
· The third – the acculturation or polanization of the Great Duchy of Lithuania elite. In XVII and especially in XVIII centuries the Great Duchy society more and more integrated into Polish political life, and in XIX century, because of the Russian oppression,  wide strata’s of noblemen adjoined the developing, more able modern polish nation.  So, Polish speaking Lithuanian noble went together with modern Polish nation. The main reason  - the wider  possibilities to resist Russia. As Polish historian F. Koneczny said: “the main polanizator of Lithuania – Muravjov” 
· In order to overcome these thresholds we created “the academy of historical memory” and one of its aims was the Gediminaičiai retrieval and as the idea of the “live heritage”.
All past year, we contemplated scattered heritage and people and during the summer and autumn of 2006 twisted in the triangle: Vilnius-Kiev-Warsaw: in Ukraine together with Paulius Sanguška established Lithuanian-Ukrainian forum of historical memory; different conferences and events dedicated to 15th anniversary of the renewal of diplomatic relations between Poland and Lithuania (celebration in Vilnius, Warsaw and Krakow); conferences dedicated to the centenary of Jerzy Giedroyc in Kiev and Vilnius; the implementation of scientific exploratory  project “the divisions of Great Duchy of Lithuania heritage” together with academy of historical memory, Vilnius university, scientist form Ukraine, Belarus, and Russia. And it is worth mentioning the considerations about the relations of the Lithuanian aristocracy and English dynasties regarding the arrival the queen of Great Britain - Elisabeth II. 
All this determined the development  of old ones and creation of new ideas.  As the main impulse we reckon the concepts Jerzy Giedroyc, who is the  famous Polish emigrant in Paris and redactor of “Culture”. His concepts talk about the vision of post communistic Polish foreign policy, it assumes that in the spaces, which formerly had been occupied by old imperialisms, both Russian and Polish, the new region of western democracies must be formed. The region should consist of  Polish friendly and independent Ukraine (with Lvov), Lithuania (with Vilnius) and Belarus (with Gardin) - region called ULB.
· We knew about the Z. Brzezinsky’s conception of  Russia-Ukraine  inter-role in the region (Russia together with Ukraine is regarded as empire, without – no), but we had little considerations that, this idea is the fluxion of the  same ideas delivered by Giedroyc and we even less thought that the concept of ULB region is pointed against historical imperialism of Russia and even Poland. In 1974 the congenial of Jerzy Giedroyc - Juliusz Mierszewski wrote: “ we can’t stand that every program of greater Russia is imperialism, but Polish eastern program  - is only exalted “Jogailaiciai idea” and not imperialism. In other word, we can demand for rejection of Russian imperialism only when we will retract our traditional historical imperialism and all of his forms. The “Jogailaiciai idea” only for us has no relation with imperialism. But for Lithuanians, Ukrainians, and Byelorussians it is the purest form of traditional Polish imperialism”
. When we assimilate this idea, our geopolitical vision of Poland, as strategic partner and geopolitical constant, and of Ukraine as Lithuanian foreign policy priority becomes clearer. 
· We knew about federalists in Poland as the friends of Lithuania, but we didn’t knew that Jerzys Giedroyc had the dash put not only between Paris “Culture” conceptions and Roman Dmowski endecja, but dissociated from federalism of Jozef Pilsudski (in 1999 both named as “coffins” , who still rule Poland
) . When we realised that, we could start the considerations, that  Poland can be not only political, but our  cultural ally as well, without which potential it is hard to imagine our cultural ambitions both in  Ukraine and the actualisation of the idea of Great Duchy of Lithuania. 
· We knew that for the work of geopolitical (“realistic”) strategy of Lithuanian foreign policy in the post communistic space, and in Ukraine (in purpose to stop Russia and rely on the  USA) is the alternative based on value (constructivist ) methodology  about Lithuania as golden province of Europe and objective to  form European identity. But we little realized that a component of such identity, which helps to conquer ethnocentrism is the idea of the Great Duchy of Lithuania and together cultural partnership not only with Scandinavia, but with Poland, and Ukraine, which (like Belarus) is full of common historical heritage with Lithuania. The Lithuanian Polish common work in Ukraine is not the fight against Russia, but the fight for Ukraine and Belarus. Consequently, geopolitical orientation towards Ukraine does not contradict to value based methodology – the actualisation of the heritage from the Great Duchy of Lithuania (both in Lithuania and Ukraine) can effectively promote the formation of open European identity of Lithuanian society and change the ethno-centrist dominants.

· We knew about the Soviet attempts to buy “poštučno” anti polish articles in Lithuanian press in 3rd decade of the XX century, but we were not aware about contemporary Russian “new” geopolitics. Its moulder and one of the favourite Putins’ journalists’ Alexander Dugin said: “In Poland and Lithuania the partner must become the powers, which seek for non-Catholic political orientation, the followers of secular socialdemocracy, “neoheathens”, “ethno-centrists”, the religious groups of Protestants and Orthodox, ethnical minorities. Besides, ethnical tension in Lithuanian-Polish relations  is really valuable element, which  has to be used and if there’s a possibility deepened”
. In such a context the triangle Vilnius-Warsaw-Kiev becomes even more important – both in geopolitical and value based attitudes.
· We knew about the attempts both in Poland (Cz. Milosz, J. Bardach, J. Widacki, H. Wisner) and in Lithuania (T. Venclova, E. Gudavičius, Č. Laurinavičius, R. Miknys etc.) to search for subjects and processes, which could make contemporary societies more close (for example: to remind Lithuanians of the forgotten Constitution of the May 3rd, and for Poland to remind the forgotten Lithuania in this context). We knew about historiography tendencies both Lithuanian and Polish to look newly towards polish-speaking Lithuanian noble of the XIX century, but only in the autumn of 2006 we became aware of the new conception, formed by Henryk Wisner and Krzystof Buchowski, about Two Lithuanias and Two Lithuanian nations at the end of XIX century: when Lithuanian nationalistic movement started – that is Lithuanian-speaking “jaunalietuviai” (“Young-Lithuanians”, who were called litwomani or lietuwisy by polish-speakers) and polish-speaking “starolitowiny” (“Old-Lithuanians”, who were called polonizators  by Lithuanian speakers)
. 
· From this concept we can make the conclusion, that everybody was wrong. “Senalietuviai” (“Old-Lithuanians”) – who couldn’t understand “jaunalietuviai” (“Young-Lithuanians”) striving to retrieve Lithuanian language and solve the social problems of modern society. Thus, Lucian Zeligovski is not that occupant, but the one, who was wrong and the one, who betrayed Lithuania’s idea. Polish publicist Stanislaw Mackiewicz Cat has written: “I think, that in that particular moment Lithuanian noble was screwed by political feeling. It should not have set itself negative towards rebirth of the language, it should not have participated in setting of Lithuanian- Polish conflict. After all, there hadn’t been more real Lithuanians as Radvilos on the top, and Mickevičiai in the bottom. Those, who have considered themselves as Polish and ethnical minority were not colonizers, like English in India or Germans in Latvia, they were the elite of Lithuanian nation. To identify themselves as the national minority was the humble of oneself. It was a huge mistake, that Lithuanian noble did not care about the rebirth of nation language and about all the Lithuanian nation matters. But it is too late to renew these quarrels
.” Maybe it is not too late to say, where “jaunalietuviai” (“Young-Lithuanians”) were wrong. With the rejection of “senalietuviai” (“Old-Lithuanians”) concern about their Polish language, and by choosing  strict anti-Polish position they pushed them into Polish armful, converting them into “strangers”, but not into Lithuanian autochthons, that is “senalietuviai” or Polish Lithuanians. Besides, by joining the Bolsheviks they did not understand  the role of J. Pilsudski when stopping the Bolsheviks, without him, Lithuanian state probably wouldn’t have survived. “Jaunalenkiai” (“Young-Polish”) or Polish endencja was wrong too, while egoistically involving themselves into the quarrel between “jaunalietuviai” and “senalietuviai”, which touched Vilnius, Lithuania, the visions of Lithuanian and Polish languages, by doing so they only sharpened the conflict, which led to arms. Polish, Lithuanians and Lithuanian Polish have to learn from these mistakes. At least Lithuanian side has to take the shame, because of the coquetry with Bolsheviks, look back not only at Mykolas Romeris, not only to the brother Gabrielius of Lithuanian signatory Stanislovas Narutavičius – the first Polish president who was killed by endeks. It is the need for new estimation of antibolshevik Jozef Pilsudski, who understood differently the future of Lithuania, and see, that he is not only Polish , not only form Vilnius, but Žemaitis (Samogitian) in all his roots. Samogitian from the historical lands – Pašušvis, Pajieslis, Biliūnai, and Pilsūdai, Samogitian from dialectical Samogitia, from Šilalė, Teneniai and Žemalė. 
So during these years the conceptions of political contexts about the idea of  the Great Duchy of Lithuania matured: both its meaning to Lithuanian geopolitical orientation towards Ukraine, Belarus, Poland and the meaning of idea about the Great Duchy of Lithuania towards the formation of European Lithuanian identity, and the ideas of Gediminaičiai retrieval  developed as well. Thus we think, that New Lithuania has to retrieve the Gediminaičiai from Columnus branch – Sanguszko and Czartoryski families, we need to retrieve the older dynasty of Hipocentaurus - Giedraičiai familie. We need to retrieve older families of our dukes and counts – Radvilos, Sapiegos, Chodkevičiai, Tiškevičiai, who  emerged from the Lithuanian nobles. Together we hope that, the  old Lithuanian dynasties, which treat themselves as the part of worldwide Polonia, will look to Lithuania not through the eyes of Roman Dmowski or Jozef Pilsudski, but namely trough the eyes of Jerzy Giedroyc. History determined that they coincided with Poland, but had their gained the powers without the Great Duchy of Lithuania? Anyhow, today Poland and Lithuania - other, independent countries, both allies of  the EU and NATO.
So, what  we have to do next and how to do this?
· The net  and movement for Lithuania and the Great Duchy of Lithuania, which symbolizes new and open identity of Lithuania?

· Becoming symbols of Lithuanian partnership with Ukraine, Belarus and Poland.

· The support of  the Lithuanian heritage searches in Poland and the West together with virtual retrieval.
· Generally, the lobbying of Lithuanian idea?
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