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FACTORS OF NATIONAL IDENTITY FORMATION IN CIS AREA:
BELARUS AND UKRAINE CASE STUDY

Summary

Research problem and relevance

In recent years the importance of identity formatjmrocess was brought back from the
margins of international relation to the analysigimstream. The deciding events were first of all
the collapse of the Soviet Union, secondly, thet&aper 11, 2001. The inability of scholars to
predict those events brought back the analysislarftity to the main focus of the research of the
theorist of international relations, helped to eaghe the forgotten importance of the nationalism
studies. On one hand, the identity has become psartamt object of analysis as security, usage of
conventional and non-conventional armaments, farepplicy process or the international
organization. On the other hand, for some theoribesidentity has become a constitutive part of
the analysis and the main explaining factors ofcti@nges in the international relations. Depending
on author or paradigm the authors are attributbd, itlentity could be treated both way as
dependent and independent variable, having in ritiatlthe different levels of analysis could be
used in order to understand the identity.

While analyzing existing academic works and redegrapers on identity the biggest
problem is the theoretical specialization: diffdranthors choose to analyze one or two separate
aspects of identity ignoring the rest of possildpeats. This normative decision is taken in order t
escape the broadness of the identity concept. [€ad to narrow analysis or specialization on one
or two aspects of the identity, which makes difficio compare two different cases of identity
analysis and leads to the relativist conclusion tifia context is the only one deciding factors.

Brubaker, Bugrova, Graham Smith and other propossalyze not identity as the concept,
but the process of the identity formation. Brubaed Cooper use the concept of identification.
This process could be influences by number of factehich, on one hand, could be common for
several countries in one region, on the other hdndjot let to underestimate the influence of the
combination of several factors. Although the spem#on and narrow analysis of the certain

aspects of the identity or only some parts of thetirrevel process of the identity formation proved
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the predictions of the spread of radical natiomali;m the post-Soviet area to be wrong too.
Nonetheless in this area there are some exampteg ofashes of ethnic interests and local military
conflicts over the territory. The least successinalysis still are those case studies were noc civi
neither ethnic identity has been consolidated. Gmemed identity formation process in Belarus
and Ukraine are two of those cases.

Analyzing identity of Belarus and Ukraine, scholéng to answer the question why the
process of nation-building in today’s Belarusiand ddkrainian territory is so different, why
national identity is so fragmented in Ukraine anldyvBelarus is called denationalized state, how
policy, economic and cultural issues influence fibrenation of identity in those countries. There
are numerous competing theories explaining thisasan in Belarus and Ukraine. In this
dissertation the factors influencing identity fotina are analyzed. | claim that the specialized one
aspect analysis of the interior and exterior ad w&lnonmaterial (ideal) and material factors of
identity formation does not explain the situatiarBelarus and Ukraine. The goal of the work is to
prove that in order to explain the processes ofidleatity formation in Belarus and Ukraine all
factors should be analyzed and the list of the nmpbrtant factors has to be proposed. In other

words one factor analysis lacks explanatory abiégpecially in post soviet area.

Research goal and objectives
The overall goal of the work is to explain the éiffnces of the formation of identity in the
post soviet area, through the analysis of the n@htand non material as well as internal and
external factors of the identity formation in Belarand Ukraine.
The main objectives of this dissertation are:
1. To segregate the factors of identity formation fribra theoretical literature.
2. To propose the typology of the identity formatiaators.
3. To propose the matrix of the identity factors —graphical, military, legal, economical,
political and cultural.
4. Using the proposed theoretical matrix to analyze ithentity formation factors of
Belarus and Ukraine:
a. By researching the process of state-building ireBed and Ukraine;
b. By analyzing the opinion of ruling regime and oppos towards the process of

state building and ethnic policy;
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c. By analyzing Russian public opinion on Belarus dsidaine as well as by
analyzing the foreign policy of Russia towards Be$sand Ukraine;
d. By analyzing public opinion of the societies of &eis and Ukraine on ethnicity,
state and foreign policy issues especially withdrus
5. To draw the priority list of the identity formatidactors in Belarus and Ukraine.

Thesis:
1. Ethnic identity in the post soviet area (CIS coi@siy is inseparable from the state-building
process:

a. In CIS countries governments have an proactiveietiiicy;

b. In CIS countries government and opposition comfmtéhe different ethnic policies
to be institutionalized.

2. The most important identity formation factors inl&es are external and internal material
factors:

a. Internal political factors (political institutionand ideology) dominates over the
internal cultural factors (history, stateness tiadi language) in Belarus.

b. The economical welfare is the most important idematiion factor in Belarus, which
makes external material factors (Russian econonaindl energy policies) able to
influence the whole national identity formation pess.

3. The most important identity formation factors inrdike are internal nonmaterial factors
such as political and cultural:

a. The internal cultural factors (language, culturaditions, history narratives) defines
not only the Ukrainian nation, but as well the stat Ukraine;

b. The domination of internal nonmaterial factors (thopolitical factors such as idea
of state and nation, political values) over the amat internal factors (political
institutions, economical factors) influence thengsimportance of the geographical
factors (regional division) and external materiafluence (Russian economy) and
external nonmaterial influence (Russian languagkeaatture) on identity formation
process.

The way to achieve the goal and objectives of tissedtation is the in-depth comparative

analysis of identity formation process in Belaruwl &Jkraine. The methods used in work are
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analytical interpretation, discourse analysis aistiohical analysis. On one hand, | aim to suggest
the way of analysis of the identity formation pres@nd to build the analytical scheme for analysis.
On the other hand, in this dissertation the suggeabalytical scheme is applied for two cases. The
period of case study begins by the signing the \Bedb agreements in 1991, whaafacto Belarus
and Ukraine became independent and ends with thefe2007.

Academic novelty and significance

First, this dissertation is one of the first paliti science works proposing general analysis of
identity formation process instead of one aspeeatyars usually presented by other authors. The
whole range of external and internal factors ointdg formation is analyzed here. Second, the
dissertation presents the possibility to analyeeidientity formation factors different in their neg:
material and nonmaterial. In this work the intergoligm approach is suggested. Third, in this
dissertation the list of identity formation factasssuggested and through case studies the pesriti
of those factors are drawn.

The biggest challenge of this work is to describé axplain the relative importance of the
different factors and compare their importancenia tifferent countries — Belarus and Ukraine. For
this reason the statistics of public opinion pale analyze: why people associate them self to
particular ethnic group, nation or state, how int@or for them is independence and the economic
wealth, which values could be traded for economéaltlh, how “other” is understood, how this
understanding influence the geopolitical attitudied decision to associate to one or other culture.

The identity formation factors priority list couldelp to understand the foreign policy
decision and to predict the civil society consdiiola process within the state.

It is important to note, that even if Lithuaniaiola to be the expert of the Eastern Europe,
there is know the in-depth analysis on Belarus @kigine identities and the identification process
in relations with the internal and external devebepts as well as the analysis how economic
developments in the region could influence the titheriormation in these two countries as the
analysis of the language, culture and history awgally done. This dissertation aims at providing

practical suggestion to Lithuanian foreign polipgsialist working with these countries.

Dissertation structure



In the first part of this paper the theoretical kround of the identity analysis is presented.
In the second part interior factors of Belarusiad Bkrainian identity are analyzed mostly focusing
on the interpretation of history and other nonmaldiactors of identity formation — language,
religion and tradition of stateness. The third paudttributed for the analysis of the exteriortfas
of Belarusian and Ukrainian identity.

The first part of the dissertation is “The modeld#ntity formation factors analysis”. In this
part the broad literature review is done and teeidientity formation factors are formed. The term
“identity” is richly indeed for an analytical conuge hopelessly — ambiguous, Brubaker and Cooper
identify a few key uses: first, understood as aigtbor basis of social or political action, “idepti
is often opposed to “interest” in an effort to Hight and conceptualize non-instrumental modes of
social and political action. Second, understoodesigecially collective phenomenon, “identity”
denotes a fundamental and consequential samenesg anembers of a group or category. Third,
understood as a core aspect of (individual or cblle) “selfhood” or as a fundamental condition of
social being, “identity” is invoked to point to sething allegedly deep, basic, abiding, or
foundational. Fourth, understood as a product ofas@r political action, “identity” is invoked to
highlight the processual, interactive developmehtthe kind of collective self-understanding,
solidarity, or “groupness” that can make collectizetion possible. Finally, understood as the
evanescent product of multiple and competing dissgs) “identity” is invoked to highlight the
unstable, multiple, fluctuating, and fragmenteduraf the contemporary “self”. But none of them
is overwhelming and inclusive enough or they aedeneral and lack the explanation power. In
the framework of social sciences the theoreticalkfeound of the conceptual understanding of
identity has been developed by scholars of natismalBut the linguistic turn in the social sciences
in the middle of the last century brought identiyideal object of analysis to international relati
theories and other disciplines of the politicalescies. Identity as the representation of relations
between “I” and “other” and “we” and “others” as e practice of moving state or community
borders attracted attention of the internationadrdcst as well as practitioners towards ideal dest
possibility influencing the rise of conflicts, idtlities, social movements and developments of
relations of neighboring countries.

The theorists of international relations focus gtemal factors of the identity formation and
fragmentation as the result of power maximizatlithin the framework of international relations

studies fragmented Belarusian identity is consuleas the results of clashes of the interests or
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social practices of neighboring state actors. Adicy to realists, the nationalism can be treateal as
source for military mobilizations to maximize statpower. Those authors do not deny that identity
or culture in general can influence the countrydity to mobilize human and material resources,
but they treat nonmaterial factors such identitglues, high or popular culture instrumentally.

Neoliberalists argue that calculation of power isrendelicate than counting military capabilities.

They believe that economical interdependence affectrld politics and the behavior of states. By
creating or accepting procedures, rules, or ingig for certain kinds of activity, governments

regulate and control transnational and interstatations (Keohane, Nye, 1989: 5). Nye defines
three types of power — military, economical andt.sbhe soft power is understood as “getting
others to want the outcomes that you want — co-petple rather than coerces them” (Nye, 2004:
5). Soft power is the ability to shape the prefeesnof others by cultural influence, values and
implemented policies.

Constructivists (Cox, Hopf, Kubalkova, Frederkinlylessari, Adler, Ruggie, Onuf,
McSweeney, Wendt and etc.) have challenged this Wi arguing that a shared sense of identity
can reduce or even eliminate perceptions of tlpesé¢d by power asymmetries. According to them,
we have to look for the roots of conflicts and warghe culture and identity. On micro level we
observe inter-ethnic conflicts, analyzed by numiiieauthors in nationalism studies (Kuzio 2001,
2002, 2005, Brubaker 1996, Snyder 1993, Barrin@006, loffe 2007). On macro level we find
very popular and recognized theory of clash ofliz&iions (Huntington, 1997). Huntington argues
that one of the trends in post-Cold war periodrevitalization of religion throughout much of the
world”.

Theories of nationalism have been traditionally idkd into two main categories,
instrumentalism and primordialism. The former cowmeenationalism as the product of elite
manipulation and content that nations and theintities can be fabricated and invented. The latter
see nationalism as a spontaneous process becauiee ofatural existence of the sense of
nationhood. There are several more theories ofomalism, which try to avoid this kind of
opposition:ethno-symbolism (A. Smith, G. Smith, Hutchinson, Amstrong) beliebat nations are
modern phenomenon, but the rely on a preexistixiyite of myths, memories, values and symbols;
transactionalism focus on the exchanges and relationships of hugraops and material and
symbolic meaning of borders and the border-gemeygtrocesses (Barth, Brubakemodernism,

does not consider nationalism and formation of titheraside from the rise of the modern state.
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Gellner, Laitin analyze the processes of the diaikling and formation of national movements,
group’s reaction towards other groups, the statkecdiner power institutions.

Identity formation factors suggested by separaermational theories as well as the authors
of nationalism studies do not provide the explanatool for the analysis of the CIS countries.
From the point of view of realism — Belarus and &lke are both small countries, having relative
importance due to transitional location and botthein are military depended on Russia. From the
point of view neoliberalism Belarus and Ukraine remmically are dependent on Russia, and Russia
has the possibility to influence these countriesugh culture. Constructivists suggested analyfsis o
only internal factors of identity formation leadasrto predictions of the future development.

Based on literature review and on the observatia different author refer either to the
group of people living in the territory of partiemlstate either to ethnic group talking about idgnt
formation process, in this dissertation the nati@hentity is analyzed. In this dissertation theg&t
of analysis is national identity. This broadensgsbepe of analysis even more. The factors analyzed
in this work are related not only with the formatiof ethnic identity, but as well as state-building
process. The assumption is based on the interdepeadf two processes in the post soviet area:
formation of the ethnic consciousness and statlelibgiambitions.

This assumption is taken into account because efgecific context of the CIS area: the
independent states were created less than 20 wegrs majority of them never existed as
independent states before though the state-builgiraress is almost inseparable from the
formation of the nation. One of the most importeatise of this constitutive relation between the
process of nation formation and state-buildinghes éxperience of the Soviet ethnic policy, which
was centralized, built on unfair competition of pks within the administrative borders as well as
favorable position of Russian nations and the treebuild “Soviet people”. Although the state-
building process described by modernization, ingaigtation and institutionalization cannot
explain the differences in identity formation presen Belarus and Ukraine and the differences of
the attitudes towards the external actors such @ssiR and the EU. For this reason, in this
dissertation the analysis of the identity formatfantors is suggested in two ways: first, the state
building process cannot be separated from the m&vionation, they constitute each other. Second,
the material factors of analysis suggested byserlneoliberalism and some authors of nationalism
studies could be compatible in one research progrvdimthe nonmaterial identity formation factors

suggested by neoliberalism, constructivism and sautieors of nationalism studies.
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To schematize those understandings of the idehtipve divided those factors of the
identity formation mentioned by the theorists degliwith identity formation within above
mentioned paradigms into two main groups — inteaiwal exterior. The dominated understanding of
identity is based on the relation between “we” avttier”. Even if self-description is the process of
self-reflection, those there are different factetsich could not be controlled or isolated and they
are influencing the self-reflection by modifyindganging or even stopping the process. On other
hand, when we talk about national identity we hiavenind the group process. The group process is
even more fluid and un-bordered. Finally, the geou@an be informal without the formal
membership, based on the common values, traditloa®ry as ethnic or national groups or they
can be based on formal affiliation bounded by @xgsor created institutions as states and religious
groups. In some cases informality of ethnic idgnaias denied (for example in the Soviet Union),
in other cases unrecognized states such as PalestiChechnya in the past controls certain
territory, at least partially they are self-suféiot and is forming identity of the local peoplevas|
as the identity of the inhabitants of neighboriegions and states. When | speak about interior
factors of identity formation, | have in mind thiate and the nation in the same territory as well a
the group of people, who affiliate themselves wiitiis particular state or nation even if they
formally live in the different territory. The exter factors here are the influence on the iderdity
the nation state from abroad or from the territavpjch is under control of different nation and
state.

The other grouping of the identity formation fastdrere is the suggestion to draw attention
to the nature of those factors — if they are maken nonmaterial. The influence of nonmaterial or
ideal factors are difficult to measure, to conti@ir influence on the independent variable (here —
human mind) and in most of the cases to separate ffom each other due to their inter-relational
nature. As Wendt notes, when we have to deal wighideal factors and the structures we cannot
empirically observe, we have to use not the caasalysis, but the constitutive analysis, which
helps us to answer questions not only “who” andwhdout mostly “why” (Wendt, 2005). He
believes that we can observe reality as positi\gsiggest and believes that causal relations still
exist and that social scientist have an obligatfook for the empirical proofs for their theories
On the other hand, he suggests that ontologicaltyak world is the world of ideas and social
scientist has to analyze them as poststructuraisigest. This point of view Wendt calls scientific

realism (Wendt, 2005). This realistic argumentasaggest that we can analyze social world as the
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world of ideas and as the world as facts at theesime in particular if we deal with such a
complex phenomenon as identity. In this dissemaitosuggested that we cannot choose to deal
with factors of one nature, we have to deal witlthbib we want to explain identity formation
process in post soviet area.

Six factors of identity formation are analyzed e tdissertation — geographical, military,
economical, legal, cultural and political. The désag characteristics of those factors refer to tw

above mentioned categories — by nature materinbomaterial and internal or external (see Table
1).

Table No. 1. Factors, influencing formation of national identity
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Describing characteristics

Factors Internal aspects External aspects Nature

Geographical 1. The size and location of 1. Neighboring states; Material
territory; 2. Geographical and
2. Demographical demographical characteristics of
characteristics: size of population, neighboring states.
ethnic groups;

3. Natural recourses.

Military 1. Military expenditure; 1. Participation or other links | Material
2. Level of military with the military alliances.
modernization;

3. Military resources (power).

Economical 1. Gross national product; 1. Trade relations; Material
2. (De)regulations of the markets; | 2. Energy relations;

3. Domestic trade and efficiency of| 3. Foreign direct investments.
economy;
4. Domestic investments.

Legal 1.Realization of the right of nation’s | 1. Interpretation of the international | Material /
self-determination; legal norms and practice of their Nonmaterial
2.Control of the territory. application;

2. Membership in the international
(supranational) organizations.

Cultural 1. Stateness traditions (history of thel. History of international relations; Nonmaterial
state); 2. Factors influencing identity of
2. History of nation, history of other nations;
ethnic groups; 3. Cultural communication;

3. Values and traditions; 4. Promotion of traditions and vales
4. Language; of other nations.
5. Myths;
6. Religion
Political 1. Political system and political 1. Political will of the great Nonmaterial /

regime;

2. ldeological priorities;

3. Internal legitimization of political
institutions;

4. Description and evaluation of
other states’ institutions;

5. Development of the information

network.

powers at the moment of
establishment of the state and

recognition of the regime change;

2. Promotion of the foreign
ideology;
3. Development of the foreign

information network;
4, Relations with neighboring

countries and great powers.

Material




The difficulty in dividing factors by their natuigppears, when we deal with the legal and
political issues. On one hand, the institutiondl@aof the legal norms be it domestic regulations
international agreements makes them fell under dhegory of material factors. The same
arguments play when we deal with the political du@tional institutions, which are material in
their nature. On the other hand, ideology of tteesbr political will of the bigger neighbors are
nonmaterial characteristics in their nature.

The second part of the dissertation is “The factdrthe national identity formation in CIS
area”. This part mainly deals with the internaltéais of identity formation. In the dissertation the
overview of the state-building and ethnic policytie CIS countries is presented. In this overview
the geographical factors of identity formation iel&us and Ukraine are presented, as well as the
regional trends of the identity formation and hdwse trends could influence Belarus and Ukraine
are analyzed.

The legal factors of identity formation bring Belarand Ukraine on one level of analysis:
both those countries were founding members of thae$ Union, in both countries the dissident
movement was not as strong as it was in neighbdadgc States, both of them got independence
after the sighing the Belovezh agreements in 18ihe of those countries appeal to the different
status for the regions which for the short perifmisned independent states during the interwar
period. Those two countries where the most indaistad in the whole Soviet Union and both of
them are successors of regional concentration isf itidustry. The most active russification
happened in those two countries. Differently, Betadoes not have any legal issues to deal with its
neighbors about borders, Ukraine has rented thekBb&a port in Sevastopol for Russian military
base, and the Crimean autonomy became part of iékaaily in 1954. Although both of the states
had been recognized by international community fe; same base — the former administrative
borders of the Soviet Union and they were ablestepktheir membership in the UN.

Internal political and cultural factors of identifgrmation distance Belarus and Ukraine.
The overview of the main history narratives in teauntries let to conclude that there are several
history discourses in both countries, but the d#ifee is that in one country different opinion
makers appeal to different historical facts andamother country the difference is only in
interpretation of the same historical events. InNaBes different narratives invokes different

historical events — ruling regime appeals to modation and industrialization of Belarus during
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the soviet time and puts emphasis on the World Myapposition cries for the history before the
Soviet Union and Tsarist Russia, it appeals tohistory of Grand Duchy of Lithuania. In Ukraine
those who promote the idea of independent Ukramterpret Kiev Russ as the first independent
Ukrainian state and the beginning of the formatbihe nation, where Kiev was the main center,
and Ukrainians were “the older brother”, and Kazaikes the prove of the Ukrainian independence
too. Others, believing in the unity of Eastern 8lgeople, appeal to common history and common
state of Ukrainians and Russians, the Soviet Unias just another form of this unity.

In Belarus the process of the politization of higtoould be observed. The interpretation of
the history of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania as fbendation of Belarus statehood, has the
strongest links to the Belarus opposition and fifstll the right-wing parties such as the Belaasi
People’s Front and United Civil Party of BelarushieTopposition strongly believes that only the
distancing form Russians or trying to find the soahd myths of identity except the language can
ensure the survival of Belarusian community. Bedam ruling regime see this kind of identity first
of all as the threat for the bilateral relationda®condly as a threat for the state (and regisedf)it
survival.

Lukashenka succeeded in consolidating his conaepfictate ideology. In other words, he
managed to establish the thinking of history aa pfocess of ensuring economical wellbeing and
to thrust the public opinion on this thought. Theldusian SSR was the starting point of
Belarusian Statehood, because then Belarusiansif@of’ their republic. Moreover at that very
time Belarus “became the most internationalist ¢tin(the total consolidation of Russian
language) and “was the bravest republic” (World Wharlt was also “the most educated nation as
being an assemblage department of the whole Stinain” as well as “the most diligent and
therefore the richest nation in the Soviet Union”.

In order to avoid deeper schism within the Belanssociety Shevtsov suggest to think
about identity of Belarus as built on disasters1®91-1994 the most important history issues has
been associated with two words: Kuropaty and Cheyindlrhe political debate about those two
historical disasters started even before the Belaagreements were signed. In the Kurapaty area
on the outskirts of Minsk around two hundred arity fihousand people who resisted the Soviet
regime and were murdered by the NKVD from 1937 #fl18nd buried in this burying ground. The
other disaster is more recent. On April 26th, 1886 disaster took place in Chernobyl Nuclear

Power Plant. Although Chernobyl was a Ukrainiany;dgelarus was the country most affected by
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the disaster. The consequences of the Chernolgstdiswere belittled by the Soviet government.
The disappointment of the politics of Soviet Unimmd mostly Russian politicians responsible for
the liquidation of the consequences of the disdstfged Belarusian to distance them from Russia
and Ukraine just after the official independencd tmsecuritize this issue, which could be helpful
to legitimize the claims for the compensation, asitwell as escalating the conflict between those
three countries.

The attitudes toward those two historical disastehenged dramatically under the
Lukashenka rule, the importance of Kurapaty is mined and the people’s participation in the
commemorative actions of “Chernobyl Road” is coasid as the action that could damage public
security. In Belarus the ruling regime neitherdrie securitize the history or national symhuds
se nor tries to differentiate Belarusian identity firaany other identities. Contrary, the regime is
trying to ban the alternative way of interpretatioh history or other language than Russian.
Questioning the dominating narrative of historyusing Belarusian language or complains about
the Soviet style national symbols among the offscare/could be understood as the disloyalty to
regime. Those acts of the state can be analyzdatieasonscious elite’s move towards certain
identification and the aim to create the same donsoess within the society. The outcome of the
“historical free-thinking” of the European HumaagiUniversity is well known to Lithuanians who
gave this University a shelter in their country.

There is a different language situation in Belamrsd Ukraine. Russian language
predominates in Belarus. During the soviet timessification process here was more intense,
Belarus language is very close to Russian, thediBsification” process in 1991-1994 was very
radical and Lukashenka pursues two way languaggypdirstly, he institutionalized through
constitution, laws and media usage of Russian, reltgo Belarusian language is attributed to
political opposition and worst stereotypes of nagicsm. In Ukraine the dissemination of the
dominating history narratives and the everyday lagg through the country do not depend on the
political affiliation. On the contrary, it has at lof to do with the ethnic background and geography
(living place). It is worth to note that the sprezdRussian speaking population in Ukraine mostly
the same as the concentration of the industriahzatAlthough the spoken language does not
influences the affiliation to the state and itstitasions. It is interesting to note that the numbé
the Russian users is decreasing; this is due totigeterm language policy, implemented under all

presidents of the country.
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The motivation to choose one language or anothpert#s on the living area, i.e. local
identity. The most important identification aspestplace of living (44.4 per cent), one third
identify themselves with the Ukraine, and only 5 pent identify themselves with the region. On
one hand, the local identity is enforced througliaeal division in Ukraine. In southeast Ukraine
mainly dominated by Russian speaking people, bubniba of them consider patriots of the
country, and Ukraine is their motherland. But o8lper cent of the population would like to study
Russian and only 41 per cent thinks that the stafuRussian language should be upgraded.
Majority of the Russian speakers associate lessigbalves with Ukrainian culture, they give
priority to Russian or Soviet cultures, but not ecoom Slavic culture. On the other hand, the
number of the Russian language secondary schodscigasing since 1997; the number of those
who believes that Ukrainian culture will dominatetie future is increasing.

Belarusian local identity does not lead to the sezdment of different cultures or languages,
Contrary, the concept “tuteishashch” (localnessk vaeveloped in the end of M9century,
beginning of the 2D century to describe those people who live in #mrtain area, mostly nowadays
Belarusian territory. Independently from the rulingtion (Lithuanian, Polish, and Russian) or
ruling regime the people were speaking the mixaddage (mixture of the neighboring languages
and Belarusian), but the national identificationsweot of the great importance. Domination of
“Tuteshashch” leads towards of the difficulty oktformation of common national identity in
nowadays Belarus. This conclusion was quite popaltre first part of the 2bcentury.

The other identity line more visible in Ukraine thim Belarus is religion. | fin Belarus we
have the domination of Russian orthodoxy, the dmiisen and Protestantism are not able to
challenge this domination. The national identitynffuence only marginally by religious groups in
Belarus: in absolute numbers the Protestant contgnisngrowing, but it not exceeds 5 per centof
population, and stereotypically the Catholics ammsidered more Polish or Lithuanian than
Belarusians. In Ukraine there is a competition dasthe Orthodoxy: the biggest part of the
Orthodox communities is loyal to Russian Orthodoxuf€h, the smaller part of communities
attributes themselves to Ukrainian Orthodox Chuaiold there is small number of the Orthodox
Episcopal Church. This split has roots in late ¥@sen the hierarchs of Russian Orthodox Church
allowed certain institutional autonomy for Ukrainibelievers. According to some authors this was
the first and probably the only time, when the Rars€rthodox church good play at least some

role in promoting independence of community of Ukia@n believers. The intentions to create
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national Orthodox Church have not been realizedesihe recognition of the state independence. It
is considered that this could lead to the buildfipational consciousness of Ukrainian believer and
move from Russia’s influence. The difficulties toify the orthodox communities are related with

geographical diffuse of them: majority of the RassiOrthodox communities are located in the
Eastern and Southern parts of Ukraine, which cateslwith the domination of Russian language
and culture.

The third part of the dissertation is “Russia as thain actor describing external identity
formation factors in Belarus and Ukraine”. In thiart the main attention is given be given towards
the Belarusian and Ukrainians relations with Russia

In the first subdivision of this part of the digsgion, the reasons, why Russia is such an
important actor describing external factors of titgrformation in CIS countries are analyzed. This
is done through the overview of the place of Ukeaamd Belarus in the Russia’s identity formation
is analyzed. The majority authors agree that th® €luntries are considered as part of Russian
identity within the popular understanding and withthe official discourses. There are several
reasons for that: firstly, ideological understamdiof the unity of three nations of Eastern Slav;
secondly, historically now independent states heghlpart of one state with Russia; thirdly, Russia
still has empirical ambitions or as a big statedseeertainLebensraum, finally, ethnic Russian
diasporas in the CIS country remains one of thiciaffy declared main reason to have as close
relations with those newly independent states asiple.

The other issue broad up in this dissertation @swwhays and tools how Russia can maintain
its influence on formation of national identitymeighboring Belarus and Ukraine. First, the present
of Russian in the CIS states are institutionalizéds implementing official programs, which
promote Russian culture and languages, as welljpgost NGOs and Russian speaking media.
Second, the possibilities to promote the ethnishea are used by Russia via promoting the ideas of
separatism in Crimea or ethnic intolerance in UtgaiThird, Russia is using the Orthodox Church
to influence public opinion to promote the ideatbé pan-Slav unity and to form geopolitical
consciousness. Forth, Russia is using the Rusgaaksg media to spread the pro-Russian
information as well as misinform about the realaiton in Russia and the Western countries.
Finally, the economy and energy recourse are useblackmail the governments, which are
dependent on social stability.
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In this part it is discussed that the Belarusiaeifyn relations are influencing state’s identity
not via mutual understanding of interacting actbrg, are based on material needs of Belarus and
material factors are much more influential in thegess of Belarusian identity formation, at least
the one which is supported by government. As itlesar from the second part of the work
Belarusian internal identity is built on factorstkvimaterial nature — political institutions do not
implement any policy of Belarusization and the loyaf the citizens are built on the Soviet style
ideas of economic stability and wealth assured bglgtate and by certain regime. Economical and
energy dependence on Russia supports such pronadtieconomy based identity — “the other” is
considered as a friend or even “like us” if andyahit is helping to ensure the economic wealth.

There is a dominating opinion that in Belat@mo-sovieticus is the main identification
pattern based on dependency on the state andci@ sgstem, nostalgia about the Soviet Union
and its attributes, as well as reliance on the &atyle social networks: nomenclatorial hierarchy,
gray economy and a fear as emotional atmosphere.

The public opinion polls carried before and aftee energy crisis in late 2006 and early
2007 shows the reevaluation of Russia like “us” Tlumber of respondents answering positively
to the questions if you support the unificationtwbd countries (Russia and Belarus), if you think
Russians is still “brother nation” of Belarusiangsvdecreasing quite drastically, but the more
surprising issues is that the number of responderits would consider choosing personal
economical wealth instead of the independence dagseen more. Zaiko suggests calling such
personshomo economicus, the ones who do not care about anything but galvilrherefore, the
attempts of social mobilization using political angents are condemned to failure.

Those relations between Russian and Belarus chaagéde beginning of 2007. After
winnings presidential election for the third timeidashenka, Russia decided to start offensive
energy policy in order to ensure its own econonmierests. Facing energy crisis encouraged
Belarus to introduce the concept of a “new forgdglicy” as a way to mark its independence from
Russia, which was essentially based on such dimesisis promoting the efficiency of domestic
energy producing and saving, diversifying its fgreenergy supplies by fostering closer ties with
energy-rich countries and adopting a pro-EU disseun official declarations, asking for closer
cooperation with the EU in several mutually benefiGelds, namely energy. Although this did not
lead towards the changes of public opinion: Russisustill considered as the friendliest nation.
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No doubts that Belarusian public consciousnessidendkussia as more friendly than
European, especially having in mind the Belarus@iance on what they hear on TV and see in the
press, without the no influential independent meéialarusian disassociation from Russia gets
easier each time Russia threatens to stop subwidikie Belarusian economy or energy sector. If
we start to analyze the statistics of the perceptbout history, describing the value of
independence or the value of associating with RussiEurope, we can see a strange correlation
between the differences in nhumbers comparing @iffeperiods of time. If the questions about
importance of economic improvement and nationadlgoire asked in the period of stability the
answer would be in favor of material wealth. If sk the similar questions during the elections
period and especially post-election periods we @dind out that the ideal factors are reflected in
the answers. The same could be told about the fiearmness” or “Russianness” of Belarus people.

The answers to the question “What is more importangou, economic improvement or
national independence?” in Belarus are quite olsview2 per cent favors economic wealth to 25
per cent independence. Even among those who supppasition not Lukashenka 51.4 per cent
favors life improvement to independence (loffe, 200The dynamics of answers has not changed
and we can see certain correlation between theoeticrevents and trust and loyalty in the state
and nation as such.

The public opinion has become extremely sensibtadclightest economic fluctuations for
the last years. Just after the presidential eleciod all political rhetoric the number of “patgbt
has raised, but the gas crisis indicates the pragmaoming back. During the steady increase of
income (from the end of 2003 until the end of 200®@) choice between economic pragmatism and
independence stably shifted to the latter. HoweweEeptember a reverse tendency began to show-
the share of pragmatics increased 10.9 per cedtthenshare of patriots reduced virtually as much.
Once-famous Soviet principle "May our dear coutiirg and we do not care about anything else"
is to all appearances losing its topicality (NISERI08a).

Considering the importance of political nonmatefedtors for the formation of national
identity of Belarus, Russia uses Russian languagdiarto present its interpretation of the bilateral
and multilateral relations between two states a#l a® in other countries and international
organization. The pro-Russian ideas are quite wptead because of the high trust in the media in
Belarus. On one hand, the political institutionshiwi Belarus creates better opportunities for pro-

Russian media, on the other hand, the broadcaistiogntralized in Belarus so in the face of crisis
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Belarus is able to turn off all the unfavorable medhannels as well as government has the
possibility to censorship all the Russian speakirmgrammes, including news.

Belarus is not the open country for cultural influaes. Russians in Belarus do not consider
themselves as national minority, there never ea®etbeen any issue about the rights of Russian
compatriots or Russian speaking population raiseRussian government or NGOs. The common
— Russian language creates opportunity of the dpasal better understanding of the Russian
culture. The public opinion polls show that althbugajority of Belarusian consider themselves as
part of Belarusian culture, the quite high numbéthem still affiliate them self with Russian
culture. Analyzing the change of young people apnit is worth to note, that people till 29 years
are keener to affiliate themselves with Russiartucel Belarus’ economical wealth is almost
absolutely dependent on relations with Russia. Ewisence could be seen while analyzing the
behavior of Belarusian and Russia’s leaders, whe lsparred over the extent and type of hierarchy
between them. Furthermore, an exclusive focus conamon ethnicity cannot explain the path of
Ukraine another Slavic state, which its leadersehawsued a slow crawl toward Western policies
while keeping Russia at arm’s length. Belarusiasd®an relations are based primarily not on
cultural similarities or the common perception askern Slavic identity, but on more material
interaction between the two.

On one hand, this data confirm the official mythoatb"the united Belarus people” to a
certain degree. From the point of view of the nleedmprovement of Belarus economic position it
is really so. On the other hand consolidation & $flociety on such "ideological" foundation is
extremely unstable, though (NISEPI, 2007). For eplamaccording to the surveys conducted in
early 2006 by the agend&urasian Monitoring, 47.5 per cent of those probed in Belarus areeainti
unworried about the possible loss of national ddtiveness and traditions. For comparison, only
28.2 per cent of respondents in Russia and 33 grar af Ukrainians are in that category (loffe,
2007).

As for Ukraine, Russia is the most influential thgh the nonmaterial factor of identity
formation because of Russian aims to influence ldikaa domestic political process as well as to
mobilize Russian minorities through the promotions&an language and culture. The cultural
affiliation in Ukraine is reflected through publapinion about the future development of foreign
relations — to promote cooperation with CIS cowstror with the Western democracies. In 2005

around 39 per cent of respondents related thairdguvith the CIS countries, 29 per cents — with
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the European countries, and 23 per cent with bbtthem. Polls conducted in 2000 showed that
only 8 per cent of Ukrainians usually think abdutrhselves as Europeans, in Belarus this number
is twice as high, 26 per cent of respondents inalgier sometime think about themselves as
European and 34 per cent of respondents in Belaamsetimes think about themselves as
Europeans. But the diffusion of European-mindnasanialyzed on regional bases shows different
perspective: in the Western Ukraine more than 4Cceet think about themselves as European and
in the Eastern part of the country there are o@ypér cent “pro-Europeans”. It is worth to note,
that in South-East Ukraine respondents are keeneffitiate themselves with Russia and CIS, but
the explanation that they are less “Ukrainians’hag exact: absolute majority of the Ukrainian
citizens thinks about themselves as patriots af twntry.

Although despite an active policy of Russia to emsmate its language and culture, it is
obvious that the Ukrainian national identity hagmehaping towards the Ukrainian than the pro-
Russian one, because the number of people who titikhe Ukraine with Russia should interflow
into one state has settled to 30 per cent andfitpise has had a trend to go down, especially
bearing in mind more positive attitudes towardsdpean states and the EU. The question, which
factors have mostly stipulated disagreements betReessian and the Ukraine, over 50 per cent of
the Ukrainian experts answered that they have Ibelated either to the Ukrainian aspiration to
break out from the influence space of Russia ohWussia’'s wish to keep the Ukrainian in its
influence. The citizens of the Ukraine are conveh¢though their conviction has been ranging
slightly on yearly basis) that Russia should renthigr priority partner of foreign policy (about
41per cent), nearly one third would like to seeBheas such a partner and just 12 per cent the CIS
states. However, there are considerably less pedpbevant to move to Russia — 12.4 per cent. (In
2005 there was 9.4 per cent) than those wantitigeon western states.

As Munro has noticed it has been very hard to fiigid correlation among political
attitudes and geopolitical selections, especiallyitove that a political elite's selection makes an
influence to a formation of public geopolitical iattles and identity in terms of other sachems.
Political factors of nonmaterial nature i. e. geldpal trends dictated by the topmost state figure
the state’s ideology and valuables that the stat its citizens should follow are the rarest
investigated factors of the identity formation.

On the other hand, until the very Orange Revolut004, Mr. Kéma and Mr. Krawgiuk

have managed to design a peculiar power pyramichaias encompassed not only control of all
22



the power institutions, but subjection of mass raeid economy to political goals. Therefore, it is
no wonder that the external influence is not so mlarated both to the identity and domestic policy
or even security under the existence of stablecandralized power. It is sufficient to convince the
elite, which would transmute these external fachois part of the internal system. The question is
how the influence of external factors to the idignformation manifests during the establishing
democracy and after radical changes of the pdligtite’s attitudes. This question, first of al§ i
related to consistency of the foreign policy attés, which the Ukraine should observe firstly in
terms of Russia — or they have remained the satee2404.

There have been one third of the people who thotlgtitthe Ukraine should interflow with
Russia until 2001, though their reduction trend hasn observed since 2000. The foreign policy
attitudes have reflected the fact, why the elitehef Ukraine has been balancing between east and
west or Russia and the EU for a long period. Duthwglast decade about half of the Ukrainians
used to give their voice for the friendly relatidmstween two independent states - the Ukraine and
Russia. Thus, the co-operation with Russia hasbeen really understood as a threat to the
country’s security or its dissolution. Besides, soauthors have noticed that Russia could raise a
real threat to the national security of the Ukraamne its territorial integrity only in the caseaifeal
integration of Russia and Belarus took place. Satdgration, at least, at the level of declarations
should have a goal to expand, especially bearingiind that it was offered for the Ukraine to join
at the outset of the establishment of this uniossiite the possible future scenarios, there has bee
no trends of clear orientation towards the wesit las been asked by submitting two alternatives,
in this case, the selection between the two alteem has not differed much from the one of
Belarus: In 2003 55 per cent gave voice for therowpment of relations with Russia and 45 per
cent with the western states.

Intentions of a fraternal Slavonic nation in regpafcthe Ukraine is understandable to the
society as substantiated on the arguments of thermlainfluence, because economic and power
supply relations, influence to local mass mediaehdeen treated similarly. Trust in Russian
political establishment has been reduced not oglyhle failed attempts to influence the political
situation of the Ukraine during the Orange revaafibut the unchanging critical attitudes of the
Russian political elite in respect of the poweltJéfraine even after several passed years. The mass
media sources, close to the Kremlin, and politesalysts have been successfully publishing books

and articles, where such narratives as “orangentdobies”, “anti-constitutional takeover”,
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“platitudinous Ukrainian nationalism” and etc. haween dominating. It has resulted in an objective
of Russia to split the political elite of the Ukmaj adverse-spirited against it, by choosing thigypa
with whom negotiations regarding the military coeagtion will be conducted and who is going to
be a suitable negotiator on the power supply issues

As the Ukrainian specialists, Mr. Andrew Wilson, .NDominique Arel and Mr. Tar Kuzio,
have noticed that the Orange revolution has hadnfer influence on the geopolitical selections
and it has showed the influence of the politicaltdes to the formation of the national identity.
Until 2004 the geopolitical uncertainty of the Ukra has been substantiated upon an aspiration to
strengthen the statehood, ensure the territoriagjimty and economic self-sufficiency. It has cause
balancing of Kiev between east and west. The dedahulti-vectority of the foreign policy of the
Ukraine, to a larger extent, has manifested asnaonsistent attempt to stay in their Great
Neighbours’ foreign policy agendas.

In the face of the economic crisis in 1994 aboup8dcent of people of the Ukraine on the
average thought that the Ukraine and Russia showtdtitute one state, later this figure started
going down. Last time it reached a similar leve36-per cent. It started going up only in 1998,
during the economic and financial crisis in Russia.approach towards the Ukraine and Russia as
the two different states has been changing reshgtiSince 1998 to 2001 the number of people
who thought so increased from 50 to 58 per cent.

As Mr. Shulman has noticed, on the basis of anyaislbf regression statistics, that the
state’s success in the Ukraine is defined througte@nomic success. However, the economic
failures have not reduced the Ukrainians’ faithha existence of the Ukraine as such: The number
of people who think that the Ukraine is really ipdadent has been increasing: In 2004 there were
38per cent, but even 49 per cent who thought onctimrary; in 2005 these figures acquired a
mirror reflection: 49 per cent thought positivelyda37 per cent thought that the Ukraine did not
reach the real independence.

In fact, in 2006 such trends of trust in indeperogedid not continue (except the Western
Ukraine): Total country’s average again returne@noincredulous side - 35 per cent optimists in
the real independence and 52 per cent pessimigisroRimately the same figures were also in
2001. So, the material economic factors have haivad explaining the Ukrainians’ identity, on
the contrary, faith in the real country’s indepemziincreases not due to a growth of an economic

welfare, but when the political changes occurreddf4 — 2006.
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It is likely that the trust in the independent Ukeareduced after the Orange revolution and
Mr. Juschenka and Timoshenka'’s inability to agneenmre rapid economic reforms and ensure the
equal rules to all players regarding participatiorthe market. It should be noticed that such an
inability of these political leaders to manage stcieffectively is not only the result of their yer
political actions. Radical political changes haa#iuenced not only mobilization of the national
consciousness and political society as well apatsicipation in politics, but it has also raised a
Russia’s negative response. In January of 2008iRusstrained the import of the Ukrainian meat
and dairy products. It should not be even mentidghatlat the outset of 2006 the gas supply to the
Ukraine was dissolved, the existing agreement degarthe supply of metallurgical, agricultural
and defense commodities were restricted giving aeasthat Russia had to defend its own
manufacturers' rights.

Some authors have claimed that the reforms withen@IS space have always associated
with west. Therefore, their failure has resultedainarger influence of Russia, meanwhile their
successful implementation may help making a lodgnimnthe European identity of the Ukraine.
These authors have as if presumed that the strasigal be the economy of the Ukraine and
Belarus, more people are going to start associdtiegiselves to Europe. The major problem is to
sustain the identification dictated by economiorefs as a European state and it has been hardly
possible for a longer period, if neither trade Isealcreases nor co-operation level of the Ukraine
with the countries belonging to the Euro-Atlantmase changes (a membership or an associated
membership in international organizations, formab anformal participation in political and

security discussions on the inter-state level).

Conclusions

1. After analyzing the propositions of realism and 4fiberalism paradigms as well as
constructive access regarding the identity anébitmation it is being affirmed that each of
these theories analyze only the separate grougactdrs: realism has paid most of the
attention to geographical and military factors afnct of all, to their external dimension,
meanwhile neo-liberalism to economic and cultudtdrs (as well as to the external
dimension), constructivism to political, culturaidhinternal factors. Studies of nationalism,
in a broader sense, have been analyzing sepacitesiatherefore, in order to explain a
process of the identity formation thoroughly, itnsandatory to perform an analysis of
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various authors’ works. On the basis of the anslydithese theories, the six groups of
factors influencing the identity formation have beglistinguished in the thesis:
Geographical, military, legal, economic, politicahd cultural. Bearing in mind the
differences of theoretical access premises, thatiigefactors have been divided into
material and nonmaterial as well as internal artdreal ones.

After a thorough analysis of the factors shaping tiational identity in Belarus and the
Ukraine has been performed, it may be stated teathalysis of single factors forming the
identity has been less effective that the invetibgaof all the factors from the six groups.
Only the investigation of all the identity factons corpora allows making more exact
conclusions on what basis the identity of the ustiet states has been shaping. In other
words, by investigating only the cultural factotsmay be concluded that the identity in
Belarus has not been settled, meanwhile ignorirg gblitical factors it may not be
explained why the definition has been changing riged) in the Ukraine. Therefore, a
systematic investigation of all the possible idgrfictors is mandatory.

After analyzing the context of the CIS states' ease and historical experiences of the
national politics, the formation of the nationatidity may not be detached from the process
of state-building in this thesis. The states, is tase, have been one of the major sachems,
because they have had material and symbolic reseurmt only to promote the
identification process, but also develop the vetgniification categories, and, in some
cases, even to institutionalize this process.

Material, geographical, military, economic factarsd material aspects of political and legal
factors within the CIS space have been of utmogbimance, because they are legitimacy
security foundation for these states. A Sovietamati politics and absence of the market
links, exiguous existence experience as an indegygrsdate formation, unskillful process of
a struggle for the independence — all this has hggnly related to the process of the
identity formation with the statehood building.

Both internal and external legal factors have ndepolarized than separated the analyzed
cases of Belarus and the Ukraine. Both states gawved their independence due to the so-
called Belovezh agreements, meanwhile the strudgte the national liberation or
independence has not been a massive phenomengmovision regarding inviolability of
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the borders has caused the breakdown of the Sdwien into the separate states pursuant
to the administrational partition limits.

The influence of the geographical factors has dbffein Belarus and the Ukraine. A
regional division of the country into the econonaied linguistic regions has been more
important in the Ukraine. A change of the sociepttudes has showed that the Ukrainian
culture is going to dominate in the future destiite geographical separation. The internal
and external geographical factors of the identiyrfation have been equally important in
Belarus. On the other hand, a “tuteishashch” dadimiof themselves has been omnipresent
in the country i.e. the definition of themselvesguant to the residential area, but not to the
national, state or ideological dependency. Howether Jargest influence upon the formation
of the national identity in Belarus has been maglexiernal geographical factor — Russia’s
economic influence and power supply dependencesisas/material aspects of the political
factor — an active role of Belarus in the CIS, aslbeen tried to retain a nonentity of the
existence of a Soviet state.

The influence of cultural and political identityrfoation factors in Belarus has differed from
the Ukraine. All the competing statehood discounseke Ukraine has appealed to the same
historical experience — Kiev Russia, meanwhile gwver and opposition’s statehood
discourses in Belarus have appealed to completffreht historical events: power to the
Soviet Union and opposition to the Grand Duchy itfidania.

The cultural factors in the Ukraine (language, w@lf traditions, interpretations of the
Middle Ages and XX century) have been the factarsstituting not only the nation, but the
state’s independence as well. Therefore, dissd¢mmmaf the Ukrainian culture has been
one of the major national priorities in the statp@itics, despite the changing ideology
supported by the country’s leaders. Not the usedjuages, but an issue related to a
language status in the Ukraine may be tightly lthieethe political factors.

The political factors have been intertwined witke ttultural ones in Belarus: A political
ideology has stipulated the limit for historicaldahinguistic discourses. The usage of a
language and an alternative interpretation of ikty have been politicized. A domination
of Soviet myths has prevented the nascence of #@tenality elements in the national
identity. Besides, loyalty to the state has beensesl through the economic welfare.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Without the existence of national affiliations, thelection of the used language in Belarus
has been caused by possible sanctions and inurnrbaentnot such valuables as the
motherland’s language. The principal language efgbwer’s monopolized national mass
media has been Russian, the other the most pomitamation channels have been the
Russian television and internet web-sites. It lasemed to the attribution of themselves to
the Russian culture and a reducing cultural pegtyia

The influence of Russia as a figure, which hasnaefithe external identity formation factors
in Belarus and the Ukraine should be assessedemogical-cultural and political-and
material — through the usage of geographical andauical leverages.

The cultural external factors have been importarih In Belarus and the Ukraine. The most
important external cultural factor in these cowdrihas been dispersion of the Russian
culture. Russia has been acting not only by sulmous cultural attractiveness as the Great
brother, as a source of the Slavonic unity, buthsadoreign policy has been maintained
which aimed at taking advantage of the availabléend resources to influence the identity
formation in the neighboring states. It has notnbessponded negatively to the cultural
external factors in Belarus, on the opposite — nfiaverable conditions have been made to
their operation than in respect of any other sashefie Russian language has been
dominating in the public discourse. Unequal powst apposition’s competition in Belarus
has not ensured a cultural alternative againsRirssian one.

The political factors of nonmaterial nature in tbkraine has specified “other” definition:
As the official talking about the relations of thikraine and other external sachems has
been changing, it has been possible to observegpro@riate alternation of the society’s
opinion, defining how such a sachem as Russiadgnstood, how it has described itself in
relation to Russia, what relations should be maiethwith Russia and other international
sachems, in the end.

The Influence of the Russian culture has been wedcbcontroversially: cultural external
factors for the formation of the Ukrainian identityave been significant as capable of
determining the selection of the language, cultame practiced traditions. However, an
active cultural and even so political influenceRafssia through the Russian diasporas and
the Russian-speaking material support has causeded of more severe dissociation from

it for the Ukrainians.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

The economic factors have had the largest influemdgelarus. Though, by the increasing
of the economic and social tension the skepticismespect of the very state has also been
increasing both in Belarus and the Ukraine, in aafsthe selection between the personal
welfare and the country's independence in Belavbhgre the loyalty to the state against the
personal welfare security has been dominatinghalbge groups have given their priority to
the welfare, even the youth, which has been botherindependent state; meanwhile in the
Ukraine it has amounted to 20per cent.

The influence of the political factors of matenmture has determined that, if the consistent
Ukrainization takes place through the educationtesysn the Ukraine, the popularity of the
Ukrainian language shall be promoted, the languhffjerences shall be reducing and it is
going to intensify the significance of the cultutattor in the national identity of Ukraine.

A tenuous influence of the cultural factors and stderable importance of the economic
ones may have negative consequences not only fortination of the national identity, but
to the statehood building as well: An economic estatveakness may shake the state’s
legitimacy foundations and the civic community’s ndo identify itself with the state
incapable of securing the economic welfare, buty select the external sachems as an
identity foundation, capable of taking care witk #tonomic welfare.

A list of the factors forming the national identity Belarus in a priority order: economic,
political (more material nature than nonmateriaé)pmilitary, geographical, cultural and
legal. A list of the factors forming the nationdentity in the Ukraine in a priority order:
cultural, political (more nonmaterial nature tharaterial one), economic, geographical,
military and legal.

This investigation may be continued by further stigating whether an analysis of the
national identity factorsn corpora may help explaining the differences of the identit

formation in the other CIS countries.
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DISERTACIJOS SANTRAUKA

XX a. pabaiga ir XXI a. pradzia yra pazenklintaajyijvykiu, kurie daugelio tarptautini
santykiy specialisg yra vertinami ne tik kaip pakeitdaugelio pasaulio Saliraidos krypt, bet ir
kaip faZio laikotarpis paiai disciplinai: tai Saltojo karo pabaiga bei réjgs11 d. teroristiniai
iSpuoliai JAV. Sovietias imperijos Zlugimas reigkdvipolio pasaulio pabaig Po Si jvykiu
tarptautinip santykiy raidos prognoz tapo dar sugtingesre, atsirado nawj aiSkinanyjy faktoriy,
kuriy jau nebegalima ignoruoti.

Soviety Sgjungos zlugimas ir rugf 11 d. yra svaiis jvykiai tuo, kad palizé ne
materiali, bet icjiniy, sunkiai apiuopiamy ir iSmatuojam faktoriy jtaka tarpvalstybiniams
santykiams. Viena vertus, po Sowvi€kjungos Zlugimo nusiritusi nacionalizmo banga Balkase,
Rytu Europoje ir Vidurio Azijoje paskatino valstybifragmentacy i naujus politinius darinius
(Kosovo nepriklausomyds paskelbimas tik 2008 m. rodo, kad Sis procesada# nesibaigia). Kita
vertus, JAVisitraukimasj kova prieS nevalstybinius tarptautinsantykiy veikéjus, kurip neriboja
nei valstyby sienos, nei geografiniai atstumai, daZniausiaiesapibgziarcius per tam tikg
tapatyle (religing, etnirg), atsklei@, kad globalizacija ir valstyhitarpusavio priklausomydidina
ju nesaugurmpne tik viena kitos atzvilgiu, bet ir naujarptautiny santykiy veikéjy atzvilgiu.

Abu Sie jvykiai paskatino per#réti identiteto, arba tapatgb, klausimo reikSm tiek
tarptautinip santykiy teorijoje, tiek praktikoje. Bandymai paaiskintipdl Zlugo Soviety Sajunga,
arba kodl teroristaijvykdé iSpuolius pries JAVitvirtino abejor, kad, viena vertus, ar valstdy
kaip vientiso ir nedalomo tarptautinsantykiy analiZs objekto, apikizimas atitinka realyb Kita
vertus, suabejota ir tarptautinisantykip veikéju motyvacija: ar iS tiag tarptautinius veigus
skatina veikti vien tik siekis padidinti galiar vis @lto toks veiksnys, kaip tam tikros tapaégh
susiformavimas, gali paskatinti tarptautinius @ik imtis tam konkr&y veiksmy. Ir pirma, ir
antra abejoés nepaneig) valstyles kaip tarptautini santykiy veikéjo egzistavimo, t&dau kity
veikéju ar valstylés viduje egzistuojaiy individy grupin identiteto apibizimas ir aktyvus
tapatylés realizavimas tapo itin svarbus tarptautiniuosgysaose.

Tapatyles klausim imta sieti ir su kitais tradiciniais tarptautinisantykiy disciplinos
klausimais: saugumu, konvenainir nekonvencini ginkly naudojimu, naryste tarptautse
organizacijose, uzsienio politikos sprendimpriemimo procesu ir pan. Kaip pastebi Brubaker ir

Cooper, tapatyds sivoka yra labai plati, bet kartu ir beviltiSkai daagrasné. Vertinti tapatyl
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kaip kintamji, kuris gaéty paaiskinti ir leist prognozuoti tarptautini santyki ir tarptautires
sistemos raigl yra dar sunkiau. Irina Bugrova teigia, kad ident klausimo klimas tarptautini
santykiy kontekste yra sus§ su dar bent trimis problemomis: pirma, ar idetas yra susip su
tarptautires aplinkos formavimusi; antra, ar identitefalima vertinti kaip lemiaptkintamaji, ar tik
kaip viery iS galimy veiksniy; trecia, ar tarptautiniai santykiai lemia identiteto rf@avimasi ir jo
evoliucija. Be Sip klausimy taip pat galima iSkelti dar vien susijus$ su tapatybs analize
tarptautinip santyki; kontekste. Tai anaks lygmens klausimas.

Valdymo sistemos, egzistavusios daugiau nei 50ymaAugimas bei tautimi nuotaiky
isigakjimas kmé tarptauting santykiy specialisi démesio pokyit vietoje empirigs materialing
resurg analiZzs daugiau émesio imta skirti kufirai ir identiteto aiSkinamajai galiai.
AkivaizdZiausiai pasikeit buvusiy Soviet; Sajungos valstyhj analizs kryptis: daugeliu atveju
demokratijos pitros, skirtingos ekonomés raidos, galimyl jsitvirtinti tarptautiniame kontekste
negalima paaiskinti neanalizuojang Sialstybi; tapatylés.

Nepasitelkus tarpparadigminio po#Ed sunku paaiskinti procesus, vykstars
postsovietigje erdwje, kur vyksta materialiais kriterijais ap#fiamas valstyks ir jos instituciy
karimo procesas (per valstybinisien; jtvirtinima, administracin suskirstym, pilietybés teisin
reguliavima) ir id¢jiniame lygmenyje siekiama uztikrinti gyventojojaluma kuriamai valstybel
(per valstyls idja, tautos apitizima). S dvipug proceg apsunkina dar ir tai, kad postsoviej
erdwje susikirusios valstybs yra daugiataés, kurios susiduria su @§u atgaivinti savo tautin
identitet, ir nacionalirg kultira, be to, patiria spaudignuztikrinti ir tautinih mazuny, o ypa rusy
tautines mazumos, saviraiSkos laisves. Kiekviena iS ypuskiame konkurenciniame kalty ir
identitet; susidirime naudojavairius metodus. Svietimo politika ar kalbos péttj manipuliacija
nacionaliniais simboliais, nacionalistirvaldZios ar opozicijos lyderiretorika, net sociali ar
ekonomiré politika — yra tik dalisimanomy instrumeng. Viena, kai valstybs viduje tiesiog
istoriSkai susiklost daugiataut situacija ir ji konstituciniais metodais gali i$sgti kultiry ir
tapatyby sugyvenimo Kklausimus; kita, kaiéld tautinés identifikacijos ir vienos IS kulty
dominavimo vyksta konkurencija ne tik Salies vigupet ir tarpvalstybiniu lygmeniu. Pirmuoju
atveju nemateriak faktoriai veikia identiteto formavigsi, ir tai yra ilgas, daznai nenuoseklus ir
beveik niekada nesibaigiantis procesas. Antrasigiaf kaip ir bus siekiama atskleisti Siame darbe,
liudija, kad identitetas gali thi formuojamas pasitelkus materialias stfubs: teisig sistema,
jégos, Svietimo, ekonomikos ar net religines instjasc
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Siame darbe siekiama i$skirti ir sugrupuoti visuingus vidaus ir uZsienio politikos
veiksnius, galitius veikti Salies tapatyb Darbe siekiama atskleisti, kaip vidiniai matersal
(ekonomire ir institucine struk@ira) ir nemateriais veiksniai (istoriniai mitai ir patirtis,
valstybingumo tradicijos, kalbos vartosena) kamuasitinkamais iSoriniais materialiais (prekyba,
energetika, tarptautds organizacijos) ir nematerialiais (bendra istorpatirtis, bendra kalba ir
kultariniai panaSumai) veiksniais formuoja dwiejalstybiy — Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos — tapatybes.
Disertacijoje neapsiribojama tik vienos prigimtieba materiali, arba nemateriaj) veiksniy
analize, tikintis, kad tai pad geriau atskleisti dvigjatve) tapatyles formavimosi skirtumus. Be
to, tokia plati anali leidzia sudaryti iSsamegiprioritetin; tapatylés veiksni sara%, padedarnt
prognozuoti analizuojamos valstg geopolitiR orientacij bei numatyti slygas, kurioms esant
toji orientacija gadtu keistis.Igyvendinus tyrime iSkeltus uzdaviniugittp imanomajvertinti, kaip
NVS valstybi; kai kurie tautinio identiteto aspektai — valstydniimo patirtis, kalbos naudojimas,
valstybingumo tradicij kirimas ir  iSlaikymas — veikiay galimybes konsoliduoti gyventojus
valstykes viduje bei uzsitikrinti nepriklausomybnuo Rusijos. Atsakymai Siuos klausimus
sudaryti salygas ateityje tyrigti tokias valstyby uZsienio politikos praktikas, kai identiteto

formavimas ir performavimas yra tik priemokitiems politiniams tikslams pasiekti.

Problemos istirtumas. Kity autoriu darby apzvalga
Atlikus platia skirtingy paradigm ir teorijy autory darhy apzvalg, nepavyko aptikti darb

ar £kmingesni analizs pavyzdai, kuriuose laty siiloma detaliai analizuoti visketuriy grupiy —
vidinius ir iSorinius, materialius ir nematerialiustapatybs formavimosi veiksnius ir juosélioti
prioriteto tvarka. Siuo darbu siekiama ptdarpparadigmins tapatybs formavimosi veiksni
analizs teorinius pagrindus. Bandant konstruoti jtgdaty analiZs modei, neiSvengiamai
remiamasi jau atliktais atskirtapatylés veiksny tyrimais, toal iSpléstine tyrimy apzvalga
pateikiama pirmoje darbo dalyje (zZr. ,Tarptauiinsantykiy paradigmos ir teoriss prieigos:
tapatyleés formavimosi veiksmi analiz").

Kai kurie autoriai teigia, kad sisteminis pods  kolektyvini identitety practjo formuotis
dar seno¥s Graikijos pohly atsiradimo laikotarpiu, kai graikfilosofai band apib®zti, kuo polio
gyventojai skiriasi nuo kit Kiti isitiking, kad identiteto ar sag apibézimo klausimas kitus
socialinius mokslus & iS psichologijos ir psichoanalitikos. Nepaisaapatyleés analizs kelio

tarptautinip  santykiy disciplia, Sioje disciplinoje tapatys klausimas ilg laika buvo
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marginalizuotas. Realistams tautitapatylé visy pirma yra tik vienas iS galios maksimizavimo
Saltiniy, pasireiSkiatiy per visuotie mobilizacipa ir visuomers pritarimy vykdomai uZzsienio
politikai (Morgethau, 1993, Mearsheimer, 1992, ldadratochwil, 1996, Buzan, Weaver, 1997,
Legro, Moravcsik, 1999). Neoliberalizmas, arba m@iizmas, iSpité empirinio analizs lygmens
problematils ne tik valstylés kaip nevieningo ve#o ar veilkéjy skatiaus prasme, bet ir tuo, kad
itvirtino valstyby tarpusavio priklausomyis ickja. Tarptautini santyki; specialistai (Keohane and
Nye 1989, Sestanovich 1996) dazniausiai analizuegstyby ekonomir tarpusavio
priklausomyle ir iS to iSplaukiant ju ekonomin saugum/ pazeidziamumy taciau pirmajame Sio
amziaus deSimtmetyje iSpopubgr ir kultiirinés tarpusavio priklausomygb studijos, vadinamoji
minkstosios galios anaiZNye, 2004, Tsygankov 2006).

Nors Sii paradignn galimykes atsakyti, kaip formuojasi valstybitapatylés, yra gana
ribotos, ta&iau, kaip bus atskleista pirmojoje darbo dalyjes jos clto pasiilo kelis tapatybs
formavimosi aspektus, kuri negalima praleisti ar nuvertinti. Realistai akcepa valstylss
apibrezima per jos materialias — geografines, demografinasinks — charakteristikas, kurios |
tyrimuose labiau reikalingos galios matavimui. Sioflisertacijoje $ios charakteristikos yra
itraukiamos bendg tapatylés apibezima veikiartiy faktoriy sara%, ir kai kuriais atvejais jos gali
pasirodyti itin svarbios. Neoliberalizmo paradighealzia kalkkti apie ekonominj bei kulfiriniy
veiksni jtaka kolektyvinei tapatybei ir sudaralggas kalléti apie iSorinius veiksnius, kurie veikia
valstyhes tapatyh priklausomai nuo pokyy kitoje valstytzgje.

Kaip pastebi D. Jakanait, tarptautini santykiy disciplinoje, nepaisant identitetav®kos
populiarumo, éra daug teorij, nuosekliai bandaiy suformuluoti po4iri i valstykes identited
tarptautirgje politikoje. Su konstruktyvizmo prieiga siejarautoriy darbai yra vieni &mingiausiy
Sioje srityje (Hopf 1998, 2002, Kubalkova 2001, dekking 2003, Adler 1997, 1998, McSweeney,
1999, Katzenstein 1996, Wendt 1998). Konstruktywizsiilomos tapatyés tyrimo prielaidos yra
svarbios Siam darbui, nes jos susieja vakstybapatyb su uzsienio politika ir tarptautiniais
santykiais. Vis dlto, iSskyrus kelis atvejus, pavyzdziui, HapfAdleri ir dar kelis autorius,
konstruktyvistiniai tyrimai retai imasi iSsamiosagtines atvej; analizs, be to, d dominuojartios
postpozityvistigs fakiy pazinimo sampratos materialveiksniy poveikio tapatybs formavimuisi
analiz iS konstruktyvistigs perspektyvos yra sunkigmanoma.

Nematerialy ir materialy, jsivaizduojama ir empiriniy, vidaus ir iSos, istorijos ir
ekonomikos,jstatymy ir vertybiy, simboliy ir mity, kalbos ir religijos, g§gos iritikinimo veiksni,
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lemiartiy tapatylés formavimysi, analiz galima rasti nacionalizmo studijose (Gellner,1996,
Anderson, 1999, Graham Smith, 1998, HutchinsonnJddmthony D. Smith, 2000), kurios
Lietuvoje pastaruoju metu buvo nepelnytai pamirSRisstsovietias valstylés yra gana populiarus
nacionalizmo study tyrimo objektas (Kuzio, 2002, 2006, Brubaker, 19%nyder, 1993,
Barrington, 1997, 2006), téddaznai Sios analés tampa iliustratyviais pavyzdziais tarptaugini
santykiy teoretikp darbuose. Platesnmnacionalizmo studi tyrimy apzvalga, susijusi su tyrimo
tikslais, pateikiama | dalies 4 skyriuje.

Lietuvoje pamigtini Sie bandymai konceptualizuoti tapatgb analiz: Miniotaité ir
Jakntinaite, 2001, Statkus, Motieka ir Laurinaids, 2003, Miniotait, 2006. Siais ir kitais atvejais
tapatylés formavimosi veiksniai éra analizuojami tiesiogiai. Tikslingai Baltarusijes Ukrainos
tapatylés formavimosi veiksniai Lietuvoje nebuvo tyjami, tafiau netiesiogiai $i valstybi
tapatyles formavimosi fenomenai yra aptariami: Vitkus irgatiauskas, 2004, Sirutal\tus ir
Lopata, 2005, NekraSas, 2006.

Kai kuriy savoku apibrézimai
Kaip jau mireta, tapatybs, arba identiteto ggoka yra daugiaprasindi gali iti suprantama

siaurai — kaip says jvardijimas ir apibézimas. Tapatybgali biati suprantama ir daug gliau — kaip
veikéjo interes, elgesio motyvacijos pagrindas ar instrumentadintim paveikti kiy elges.
Socialiniuose moksluose ,identitetodveka naudojama labavairiai, daznai api@zimai sunkiai
dera tarpusavyje.

Siekdami iSvengti tokio tapatyb sivokos neapiliztumo, Brubakeris ir Cooperistfd
analizuoti ne identitgt bet kallgti apie identifikacijos ir kategorizacijos proces&$o proceso metu
galima apibéZti ne tik save ir kit, bet ir analizuoti tai, kas lemia identifikacijpsoces. Siame
darbe naudojama Brubakerio ir Cooperio plgsa dinamiré tapatylés svoka ir keliami j
pastilyti klausimai: kokie veikjai skatina tapatys formavimosi proces kokia yra i veikéju
tarpusavio sveika, kokie faktoriai ar veiksniai lemia identifi€ijos proces Identitetascia
suvokiamas kaip kintantis veiksnys, kper grugs nuostatas galima fiksuoti tam tikrais momentais
analizs reikmems, 0 t moment, pagalba nustatyti identifikacijos proceso raidogks.

Batina pabézti, kad Sioje disertacijoje neatsisakoma iderditdétialumo sampratos: viena
vertus, identitetas yra nuolatinpanasum ir skirtumy dilema, kurios negalima iSsgti be

konteksto analigs. Kita vertus, identitetas yra nematetalr materialiy veiksni saveikos
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rezultatas. Dualumas — labai svarbi identiteto aktaristika tarptautimi santyki; kontekste: jeigu
apie panaSum kalbama tam tikros bendruomisn valstyles nari ar grugs viduje, tai apie
skirtumus kalbama atribojant grupe nuo kity grupiy. Vidiné tarpusavio gveika vyksta tam tikroje
strukfiroje, kuri yra paremta giminys, socialiniais, kuilriniais rysSiais, taip pat valdzios,
autoriteto santykiais ir nefsivaizduojama naryste. Tai Jispirma nemateriak faktoriali,
salygojantys grups savimogs formavinasi, nors siekiant politimi tiksly gali bati naudojami ir
materialis — daZniausiai instituciniai — veiksniai. ISdrisveika yra svarbi nustatant grigribas:
butent ,saws“ atskyrimas nuo ,kit* gali packti apibrezti bei padiktuoti tos gruys veiksmus.
Vykdydamos uzsienio politikvalstyles dazniausiai pasitelkia materialias priemonespkugaéty
pakeisti tos grugs apibézima ar nusisto¥jusias mentalines ribas tarp dwiegrupn, taiau ir
nematerialy veiksnii — dazniausiai dvig] grupu diskurso persipynimas gali tapti lemdgun
apibgziant du kolektyvus.

Sioje disertacijoje émesys skiriamas ne gias tapatybs analizei ar interpretacijai, bet
butent tapatybs formavimsi jtakojartiu veiksniy tyrimui. Kaip mireta, tapatybs veiksniai gali
buti idéjinés (nematerialios) ir materialios prigimties. Toljarskyra @ra visiSkai nauja, téau
retai naudojamajprastiniame tapatyls analizs diskurse. Modernigt grupei priskiriami
nacionalizmo studij teoretikai, jveck materialius aspektug tokio ,nematerialaus” socialinio
fenomeno kaip identitetas analiz visy pirma susiejo valstys ir ekonomini proces
institucionalizavimo procassu tautiSkumu. Taau kokiai grupei — materiajiar nemateriali —
veiksniy priskirti viem ar kita tapatyles formavinasi jtakojant faktoriy galima tik pasirinkus tam
tikrus vertybi; skirstymo kriterijus. Rolandas Inglehartas sufdiawa teorip, kad priklausomai nuo
valstylkes iSsivystymo lygio ir jos saugumo situacijos, wamsereje iSrysks tendencija rinktis
materialias ar post-materialias vertybes. Analiarmds visuomess vertybiy pokyius po Antrojo
pasaulinio karo Inglehartas paéaiSvadas, kad kuo labiau visuonéerlyra ekonomiskai ir
technologiSkai iSsivysusi, tuo daugiau zmouniteiks pirmenyb ne ekonominei gerovei ar fiziniam
teritorijos saugumui, bet tokioms vertybs kaip demokratija, zmogaus t&s nacionalinis
pasididZiavimas ar tautinisammoningumas ir dalyvavimas valstg gyvenime. Remiantis Sia
logika, tapatybs formavimasis vyks, ir jos reik&mvisuomenje bus reflektuojama, jeigu bus
uztikrinta ekonomia gerov. Taiau prieS pat Soviet Sajungos zluginma stebime ki proceg —
valstyhkeje ekonomig krizé, o gyventojai vis aktyviau siekia realizuoti tauitis tiekius.
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Vertybiy analiz yra artimesa filosofijai, tatiau ji padeda nacionalizmo stugigutoriams,
tyrinéjantiems tapatyks formavimosi aspektus panasia logika grupuotirpagus tyrimo objektus,
t.y. tapatylds formavimsi jtakojartius veiksnius. Pavyzdziui, Anamarija Musdilgi tapatyle
formuojartius ekonominius veiksnius kaip ekonomikos auginmasnetarig politika ir nedarbas
bei saugumo veiksnius — vals&gbinstitucijos, karia galia ir teigs normos ir tvarka (tetsaugos
sistema) priskirti material pagrind, turinéioms vertykms, o post-materialios (nematerialios)
prigimties vertyldms priskirti Zmogaus teises (laésvir teigs, socialinis teisingumas, politinis
dalyvavimas) ir gyvenimo ilma (aplinka, Svietimas, mokslo ir Zipivisuomes, kultira). Siuo
atveju vertyls yra suvokiamos kaigtakos veiksniai, motyvuojantys veéjks samoningai ar
nesmoningai rinktis kaip save apidti.

Mitchellas Youngas 8lo tapatylés formavimosi veiksnius skirstytidvi grupes: vidinius,
kurie yra ickjinés prigimties, tam tiky grupge Zmoni siejargius etninius rysius, lojalumus, mitus ir
ju prisiminimus, ir iSorinius, kurie yra materialiggigimties, t.y. tarptautiss struktiros aplink
teritorija, kurioje formuojasi tapaty) t.y. tarptautias organizacijos. Kanchan Chandra teigia, kad
tapatylés formavimosi priezastys galiath tokie materialis procesai kaip industrializacija,
kolonializmas, ekonominis oportunizmas, verslunrasaip vadinamosios ,pokyus ribojartios
charakteristikos" (odos spalva ar Svietimo sisteb&),matomosios charakteristikos” (gyvenamaoji
vieta, darbo vieta ir patdis). Lustickas ir kiti teigia, kad tokios matergd strukiiros kaip
politinés, ekonomiis ir socialiis gali jtakoti specifing tapatyby pasirinking. Ekonomires
strukfiros apima tokius veiksnius kaip darbas, rinkos, &emnpolitinés institucijos gali slygoti
vieny tapatybu pasirinkimy ir uzkirsti kela kity pasirinkimui. Bruce Gilley, instrumentiSkai
traktuojantis tautiSkum ir kitas identifikacijos formas, tvirtina, kad taybe yra ekonomias
gerows, teisy ar saugumo iikumo pasekr Tokius empiriSkai iSmatuojamus tapatyb
itakojartius veiksnius vadina strukiniais. Vienu svarbiausiu tokiu strdktniy veiksniy
postsovietigje erdéje Gilley laiko valstylds institucijas: kai institucih saranga gali bti lengvai
keiciama arba vyksta planuoti, bet dideli institucingakyciai, tai gali sudaryti gygas tapatyes
klausimy aktualizacijai.

Taigi, kai darbe kalbama apie Baltarusijos ir Ukoa tautigs tapatybs formavimasi, iS
esnes teorizuojama ne apie tapatykaip tokia, bet apie 4 lemiartius veiksnius — vidinius ir
iSorinius, materialius ir nematerialius. Turint amyge specifin NVS valstybiy atsiradimo

kontekss, tautires tapatybs formavimasis Sioje disertacijoje neatsiejamas matstybingumo
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konstravimo (state-building) proceso. Valsiglsiuo atveju yra vienos iS svarbiauyseikéju, nes
jos turi materialini ir simboliniy resurg ne tik skatinti identifikacijos procesbet ir kurti p&ias
identifikavimosi kategorijas, o kai kuriais atvejanet ir institucionalizuoti i{Sproceg. Tockl
tapatyleés apibgzimas Siame kontekste artimiausias tam, kas majsliangliakallje literatiroje
yra apibéziama kaip nacionalinis identitetas. Valstybmia tautinio identiteto formavigsi, taiau
tautinis identitetas lygiai taip pat galalggoti valstylkes instituciy atsiradima, ju sistem ir
gyvybingum,.

Disertacijoje naudojamosawkos yra glaudziai tarpusavyje susijusios. Kaitejama
savoka nacionaline tapatybe, tai kalbama apie savotigkibridini identitet, kuris, kaip pastebi
Romualdas Grigas, susideda i$ tautiSkumo ir pketmo komponent Reikia pastedii, kad R.
Grigas gillo vartoti nacionalumoawoka, kuri apibgézty valstykeje susiklogiusios kultiros iSugdyd
elgsen, kuri susiformuoja veikiama ne vien tituds tautos kuliros. T&iau Sioje disertacijoje
kalbant apie nacionakntapatyle turima omenyje ne tik keji vienoje teritorijoje egzistuoj&ny
kultiry saveika, bet ir valstybs vykdona politika, kuri jtakoja besiformuojahia gyventoj; elgsem
ir saws apibezima. TautiSkumas arbtautiné tapatybé disertacijoje apiliziama per kuftring jai
save priskiriatiuy zmonip grups vienow, t.y. remiantis Gellnerio slomu apibgzimu, kad du
Zmores yra tos péos tautos, jeigu — ir tik jeigu s jyra ta pati kulira; kultira savo ruoztu reiskia
idéju, Zenkly, asociacij, elgesio ir bendravimotioly sistem. Be to, kaip pastebi Gellneris, labai
svarbu, kad Zmass pripaZini vienas kig priklausant tai p&ai tautai.

Valstybingumo konstravimas disertacijoje suprantamas kaip legitimios prieegrsistemos
centralizavimas, teritorijos kontgl valstyles ir savivaldos instituay ir biurokratinio aparato
karimas, kurios uztikrina vigpolitiky, uztikrinartiy gyventoj; lojalumg valstybei,igyvendininy.

Nacionaline savimone disertacijoje suprantama kaip Zmogaus supegtkuokiai tautiSkumu
bei pilietiSkumo pagstai bendruomenei jis priklauso ir kalelgsen bei pasirinkimus taiatygoja.
Atitinkamai yra naudojamos ir tautibei pilietines ssmores svokos.

Tautines nuostatos — tai per visuomers apklausas ar tekstanaliz iSkristalizuotos
gyventoj ar atskin grupiy (politinio elito — valdzios ir opozicijos, ekspefir pan.) nuomoé apie
savo péiy taut ir jos atributus.

Geopolitines nuostatos — tai per visuomers apklausas ar tekstanaliz iSkristalizuotos
gyventoj; ar atskiy grupiy (politinio elito — valdzios ir opozicijos, eksperir pan.) nuomoé apie
kitas tautas ir valstybes; ptributus bei apie savo tautos ir valstylsantyk su kitomis tautomis ir
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valstykemis. Disertacijoje netyrigjama geopolitia tapatyle. Kadangi iS prigimties tapatybyra
referentirts prigimties, t.y. suvokiama ir apidiama tik lyginant su kitais, tétl geopolitire
tapatylé yra suprantama kaip sttthé platesgs nacionalias tapatybs dalis, o geopolitiés
nuostatos tik padeda apéfati ,kita".

Nacionalizmo savoka disertacijoje priklausomai nuo konteksto viaroa trejopai: pirma,
kaip ideologija, kuri yra paggta politiniu principu, kad politinis ir tautinisienetas turi sutapti;
antra, kaip jausmas, sentimentas, jeiguétais politinis principas yra pazeidZziamasgiae kaip
judéjimas, kug skatina migti sentimentai @ politinio principo pazeidimo. Nacionalizmaenska
vartojama vig pirma kalbant apie gana aiSkiai agitty laikotarg — paskutinius deSimtnieis iki
Soviet; sajungos Zlugimo iki pirmju rinkimy, kai mirétas politinis principas tapo neaktualus nei
Baltarusijoje, nei Ukrainoje.

Tapatybe jtakojantis veiksnys — priezastis & kurios atsiranda, ke&iasi ar iSnyksta grujs
asmei saws apibézimas ir referentinis sas apibézimas santykyje su kitomis asmgegrupemis.

Tyrimo objektas
Dauguma analitik teigia, kad identitetas padeda ap#ir veikéjy interesus, y elgesio

motyvus, ir net gali tapti galios Saltiniu, &gagrindinis klausimasg, kuri privalu atsakyti, yra ne
kaip identitetas transformuojasinteresus ir motyvus, bet kaip formuojasi patsidetas.

Kaip pastebi Bugrovajvedant tapatws sivoka | tarptautigs politikos analiz, sunku
nustatyti, ar tapatybyra nepriklausomas kintamasis ar tik vienas i@pveikiartiy veiksni.
Kai klausimas pakreipiamas kitaip ir bandoma ¢spr dilema, kod:l vienose valstykse
identifikacijos procesas vyksta gfeu (pavyzdziui, Lietuvoje, Latvijoje, Estijoje, (ijoje ar
Arménijoje), o kitose valstyse Sis procesas stringa ar di@ikrypti (Baltarusija, Ukraina, kai
kurios Centrigs Azijos valstyBs), ji sunku paaiskinti naudojafurastus kintamuosius. ldentitetas
tampa priklausomu kintamuoju. Tyrimo objektas Siataebe yra tapatyls formavimsi lemiantys
veiksniai, nes tik juos iStyrus galima prognozukdip bus apikiziami NVS valstyhi interesai ir
kas lems y elges tarptautije erdwvéje. Atsakiusi klausimg, kas lemia tapatys formavimosi
proceso panasumus ir skirtumus Baltarusijos ir Wks atvey analizs metu, galima ity

numatyti, kok identifikacijos procesiSgyvens kitos to regiono valsigd
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Darbo tikslas
Darbo tikslas — paaiskinti nacionalgtapatybs formavimosi skirtumus NVS valstyse,

analizuojant vidinius ir iSorinius bei nematerialir materialius tapatyls formavimosi veiksnius

Baltarusijoje ir Ukrainoje.

Darbo uzdaviniai
1. ISskirti teorirgje literatiroje aptariamus nacionadis tapatybs formavimosi veiksnius.

2. Nustatyti nacionaliés tapatybs formavimosi veiksni tipologija.

3. Sudaryti tapatyés veiksni — geografini, kariniy, teisini, ekonomini, politiniy,

kultdriniy — tyrimo matria.

4. Naudojant sukugttyrimo model, istirti Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos gyvenipjnacionaliis

tapatyles formavimosi veiksnius, analizuojant:

a. Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos valstybingumo konstraviproces;

b. Siy valstybyy valdZios ir opozicijos tautines nuostatas ir natst dl
valstybingumo konstravimo;

c. Rusijos valdzios ir visuomeéns nuostatas kaimynigivalstybiy atzvilgiu bei
valdzios vykdom politika Ukrainos ir Baltarusijos atzvilgiu;

d. Baltarusy ir ukraini€iy tautines nuostatas, pa@#ii savo valstyb ir i kaimynirg
Rusija.

5. Remiantis empirine analize, nustatyti BaltarusijodJkrainos nacionaliés tapatybs

formavimosi veiksni prioritetini saras.

Darbe remiamasi prielaida (glau aptariama 3 dalies 1 skyriuje), kad Rusija yra
svarbiausias iSorinis veijas, darantis Zenklijtaka Ukrainos ir Baltarusijos nacionadig tapatybs
formavimosi procesui. Tatlanalizuojant Ukrainos ir Baltarusijos tapatglformavimosi veiksnius
didelis &mesys skiriamas Rusijos vykdomai politikai bei rtat@ms ai valstybi atzvilgiu.
Ginami teiginiai

1. Tautire tapatylg NVS valstylése yra neatsiejama nugpyalstybingumo konstravimo:
a. NVS valstylese aktyviai vykdoma tautininuostaii formavimo politika;
b. NVS valstylese valdzia ir opozicija konkuruoja¢ldskirtingu tautinih nuostaf

itvirtinimo.
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2. Baltarusijos nacionalés tapatybs formavimasi lemia materials iSoriniai ir vidiniai
veiksniai:

a. Vidiniy politiniy veiksnip (politinés institucijos, ideologija) dominavimas vidini
kultariniy (istorija, valstybingumo patirtis, kalba) veikgratzvilgiu Baltarusijoje;

b. Ekonomire gero yra svarbiausias Baltarusijos nacion&dirtapatybs pagrindas,
todkl iSoriniai materialis veiksniai (Rusijos ekonominir energetig politika) gali
nulemti Baltarusijos nacionalis tapatybs formavimosi proces

3. Ukrainos tapatyés formavimosi proceslabiausiai lemia vidiniai nemateried — politiniai ir
kultariniai — veiksniai:

a. Ukrainoje kultiriniai veiksniai (kalba, kuitra, tradicijos, ankstyvosios ir XX a.
pradzios istorijos interpretacijos) yra ne tik tgubet ir valstyk apibgziantys
faktoriai.

b. Vidiniy nemateriai — visy pirma politinp (politiniy vertyby) — veiksniy
dominavimas materiaji iSoriniy veiksniy atzvilgiu lemia ma&ancia vidiniy
geografini veiksniy (regioninio susiskirstymoptaka ir iSoriniy materialiy (Rusijos
ekonomikos ir energetikos) ir nematemaliRusijos kultiros ir kalbos) veiksmi
poveik.

Tyrimo metodai
Darbe lyginami du atvejai — Baltarusijos ir Ukrasnadentiteto formavinpsi lemiantys

veiksniai, bandoma nustatytij tveiksniy svarly konkre&iam atvejui ir generalizuoti anaéig
rezultatus pritaikant visam postsovietiniam regiofiyrinéjamas apib¥Ztas laikotarpis — nuo 1991
m. gruodzio mn. BeloveZo girios susitarimodé facto visy triju valstybii nepriklausomyés
paskelbimo (t.y. kai SovigtSajunga faktiskai nustojo egzistuoti) iki 2007 m. pajos. Sis gana
ilgas SeSiolikos metlaikotarpis pasirinktasétl tyrimo objekto specifikos, t.y. gityrimo objekt;
dinamiskumo: pirma, tyrigjamas identitetas, kurio formavimasis yra nuolatstgintis procesas,
antra, darbe siekiama iSskirti svarbesnius ir magiarbius identiteto formavimosi faktorius.
Disertacijoje siekiama iSskirti ir apraSyti tapatgbformavimo veiksnius, taip pat juos
sugrupuoti ir patikrinti, ar tapatgb formavimo veiksni prioritetinio sraso sudarymas padeda
paaiskinti identiteto raidos skirtumus NVS valsig®. Taip siekiama sukurti tapaggbformavimo

veiksniy analizs modej. Siuo tikslu yra naudojamas analitinis-apraSomamsodas.
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Sukonstravus tapatyb formavimosi veiksmi mode], siekiama jj sukonkretinti atliekant
dviejy atvej lyginamgja analiz. Dvieju atvejy nagrirgjimas leidzia patikrinti, ar slomas analigs
modelis gali fati taikomas empiriSkai. Tadl empirinéje dalyje naudojamas istorinis-lyginamasis
metodas. Kadangi darbe analizuojamas per vertybinegstatas ir Siuolaikines praktikas
besiformuojantis identitetas, Kuveikia tiek nemateriak, tiek materials veiksniai, disertacijoje
paraleliai naudojama teksto anabzr politikos praktik interpretacijos metodai.

Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos atvejpasirinkima Iémé gana menka akademiksékmé bandant
paaiskinti, kodl panaSios istorige patirties valstywse taip skirtingai formuojasi nacionadin
tapatyle. Lyginamuoju metodu bus remiamasi analizuojanstyly identiteto ir uzsienio politikos
tekstus ir diskursus: bus tygjami politinio elito — valdzioje es&mn politiky, taip pat opozicijos,
itakingiausi; analitiniy centiy atstow; pasisakymai bei pasitelkiama oficiatieky analiz. Taip pat
bus lyginama ir Rusijos vykdoma politika albiejalstybiy atzvilgiu (uzsienio politika, ziniasklaidos
»€jimas” i Sias Salis, tautini mazumy mobilizavimo politika ir pan.) bei elito pasisakgmapie
Ukrainos ir Baltarusijos tapatgbvisuomeis nuomos, susijusi su tuo, kokia politika ttg bati
vykdoma abiej valstybi atzvilgiu.

Antra, analizei bus naudojami trivalstybyy — Rusijos, Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos — teisiniai
dokumentai (saugumo, uzsienio politikos strategigagartys, kai kurigstatymai), elito (politinio,
ekonominio, Ziniasklaidos) pasisakymai, Ziniaskiaidzaidmens formuojant visuomsnnuostatas
tyrimai, taip pat visuomess nuostaf tyrimai, atlikti kity autory, keliartiy panaSius bei
atitinkartius Sio darbo uzdavinius klausimus.

Trecia, istorires analizs Siame darbe nebus iSvengta; salstybiy istorine raida buvo
glaudziai susijusi, tad istoriniy argumeni ignoravimas gaty padaryti Zalos tyrimoégmei.

DidZiausias metodologinis i8&is yra iSmatuoti skirting veiksni poveilf tapatylés
formavimuisi. Dominuojantis poiris, kad vieni veiksniai yra svarbesni nei Kiti éalretai lmina
pagisti konkre&iais tyrimais. Vienas IS iy, kuri silo naudoti amerikietiSka politikos molgsl
tradicija, — regresih statistirt analiz arba kiti kiekybiniai metodai yra skirti labai sr@ems
klausimams tyrigti ir retai kada pasiduoda generalizavimui. Kontrojant viery veiksn galima
bandyti jvertinti kito pasirinkto veiksnioijtaka, tafiau socialiniame gyvenime imanoma
sukontroliuoti daugyés veiksni, kuriy poveikis gali lati netiesioginis. Kitas #idas, kuriuo ir
remiamasi disertacijoje, naudoti analitaprasomji metod,, kuris leidzia iSskirti visus veiksnius,
juos sugrupuoti, o vertintyjsvarh, t.y. clioti prioritetinj sara%, tik atliekant atvejo analizarba
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lyginamg keliy atvep analiz. Visa tai daroma turint omenyje, kad iSotinveiksny, o yp&
materialios prigimties veiksnj jtaka visuome¢s nuostatose bei politinio elito tekstuose atsipind

tik netiesiogiai bei galiiiti pastebimi tik po tam tikro laiko.

Darbo naujumas ir reikSmé
Siame darbe silomos trys pagrindigs naujovs: pirma, siloma atsisakyti pavieni

tapatyleés formavimosi aspelgtanalizs ir | Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos tapatybes pazvelgticida —
analizuoti tiek vidinius, tiek iSorinius tapatybformavimosi veiksnius. Antra, doma nevengti
pozityvistiniy prielaidy ir analizuoti tapatyés formavinasi ne tik iSjprastos, idjinés perspektyvos,
bet ir iS materialiosios. Galiausiai, darbel@ma ne tik sugrupuoti iSskirtus tapagghformavimosi
veiksnius, téiau analizuojant Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos atvejuslaryti kiekvienai Saliai ddinga
tapatyles formavimosi veiksni prioritetini sara%, kuris gatty paaiskinti tapatys formavimosi ir
isitvirtinimo skirtumus visoje NVS erdje bei leist prognozuoti §j valstybiu geopolitire
gravitacip.

Didziausias Sios disertacijos i&$s yrajvertinti atskig veiksniy santykin svoi Baltarusijos
ir Ukrainos tapatyks formavimesi bei iSmatuoti materiglveiksniy jtaka Sy Saliy nacionalinei
savimonei. Siuo tikslu detaliai analizuojami visuems nuomogs tyrimai kalbires, kulfirinés,
geopolitires priklausomybs klausimais, nagréfama, ar nuostatostdvalstykes nepriklausomys
vertingumo, kuliirinés raidos yra ilgalads ir kolki poveilf formuojant Sias nuostatas turi
materialiniai veiksniai — sociakénir ekonomire saranga, geografits regiom ribos, energetiniai
iStekliai ir net priklausymas tarptautims organizacijoms.

Jeigu pavyks nustatyti tapatydformuojargiy veiksniy prioritetini sara%, bus nesunku
paaiskinti, kaip formuojasi givalstybi; vidaus ir uzsienio interesai bei IS kur atsirakdakretiy
politiniy veiksmy motyvacijos. Tai jau kitas zingsnis, kuris @al bati traktuojamas ir kaip
bandymas rasti atsakym kod:l Baltarusijoje ®@ra demokratijos, o Ukrainoje kartkamis

demokratija uzleidZia pozicijas stipraus lyderiaots@entams.

Darbo struktiira
Pirmoje darbo dalyje konstruojamas tapas/bormavimosi veiksmi analiZzs modelis. Joje

apzvelgiama, kokius tapatyh veiksnius silo analizuoti realizmo ir neoliberalizmo paradigmos
kai kurios Siomis paradigmomis paremtos teorijos kenstruktyvistire prieiga. Daugiausiai

démesio skiriama nacionalizmo studijoms, kurios ailar ir padeda argumentuotai apibendrinti
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tyrimo objekh. Atskiry teoriniy prieign apzvalga yra pagrindas, leidziantis iSskirti Kiekwoje
teorijoje analizuojamus atskirus tapatgtveiksnius, kurie tolesse dalyse yra grupuojami.

Antroje dalyje analizuojamos valstybingumo konsitmay ir tautires tapatybs formavimosi
santykio teorigs prielaidos. Taip pat Sioje dalyje yra apzvelgiasitaacija NVS erdéje: kokie
pagrindiniai faktoriai lemia §ivalstybi; identiteto formavimsi tiek viduje, tiek gveikoje su iSore.
Analizuojant valstyhi saws apibg&zima santykyje su kitomis valstymis, daugiausiai @nesio
skiriama j; santykiui su Rusija, kaip veiju, kuris pasitelks materialius ir nematerialius resursus
turi galimyke veikti kaimyniy identiteto formavimsi. Siekiama atskleisti, kad vien tik istorijos
aiSkinimas arba tauttnpolitika savaime neleidzia prognozuoti $alstybiy vidaus politikos ir y
tarpusavio santyki Sioje darbo dalyje taip pat detaliai analizuojamaalstybiy kirimo procesas ir
tautines saimores konsolidavimo procesas Baltarusijoje ir Ukrain@pzvelgiami besiformuojantys
tautiniai identitetai Baltarusijoje ir Ukrainoje,alstybingumo konstravimo ir tautia tapatybs
formavimosi tarpusavioasajos.

TreCigja daff sudaro du skirsniai. pirmajame analizuojamas saagis Ukrainos ir
Baltarusijos iSorinis tapatyb formavimosi veiksnys — Rusijos valdZios ir visweys nuostatos bei
vykdoma politika 1 dviejy valstybiy at?vilgiu. Siame skirsnyje aptariami dominuojanBssijos
tapatyleés diskursai ir tai, kol vieta juose uzima Ukraina ir Baltarusija. Antrajame shije
analizuojamos Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos visuoremuostatos Rusijos atzvilgiu, vertinant, ar
Rusijosjtaka tapatybei yra lemianti vidiptapatylés veiksni atzvilgiu.

Darbas baigiamas iSvadomis, kuriose apibendringnmo rezultatai ir pristatomos tolesni

tyrimy perspektyvos.

Isvados
20. ISanalizavus realizmo ir neoliberalizmo paradigbei konstruktyvistias prieigos teiginius

apie tapatyb ir jos formavimsi, teigiama, kad kiekviena IS tearipagrirgéja tik atskiras
veiksni grupes: geografiniams ir kariniams veiksniamsuvi®j pirma j iSorinei dimensijai
daugiausiai émesio skiria realizmas, ekonominiams ir kudlhiiams veiksniams -
neoliberalizmas (taip pat iSorinei dimensijai), ipolams, kulGriniams vidiniams
veiksniams — konstruktyvizmas. Nacionalizmo stuglipd&iaja prasme nagrifja atskirus
veiksnius, todl siekiant iSsamiai paaiskinti tapatg formavimosi proces batina atlikti

daugelio autori darly analiz. Remiantis §j teoriju analize, disertacijoje iSskirtos SeSios
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

tapatylés formavimasi jtakojartios veiksny grupss: geografiniai, kariniai, teisiniali,
ekonominiai, politiniai ir kul@iriniai. Turint omenyje apzvelgiamteoriniy prieigu prielaid;
skirtumus, tapatyds veiksniai darbe skirstomi materialius ir nematiéws bei vidinius ir
iISorinius.

Atlikus iSsama Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos nacionalines tapatybesmizojartiy veiksni
analiz, galima teigti, kad pavienitapatyle formuojargiy veiksniy analiz yra maziau
efektyvi, nei visi SeSi grupiy veiksniy tyrimas. Tik vis in corpore tapatylkes veiksni
tyrimas leidzia daryti tikslesnes iSvadas, kokignoadu formuojasi postsovietipivalstybiy
tapatylés. Kitais zodziais tariant, tyrdqant tik kultirinius veiksnius galima padaryti iSvad
kad Baltarusijoje tapatybyra nesusiformavusi, o ignoruojant politinius \sxikus negalima
paaiskinti, kodl Ukrainoje ketiasi ,kito" apibrézimas, todl butinas sisteminis viggaliny
tapatylés veiksny tyrimas.

ISanalizavus NVS valstybi atsiradimo kontekst ir istorines tautids politikos patirtis,
tautines tapatybs formavimasis Sioje disertacijoje neatsiejamas nabstybingumo
konstravimo (state-building) proceso. ValsiybSiuo atveju yra vienos iS svarbiausi
veikéjy, nes jos turi materialiniir simboliniy resurg ne tik skatinti identifikacijos proces
bet ir kurti p&ias identifikavimosi kategorijas, o kai kuriais @j@is net ir institucionalizuoti
§i proces.

Materialis geografiniai, kariniai, ekonominiai veiksniai bgolitiniy ir teisiniy veiksni
materialis aspektai NVS erdje yra itin svarias, jie yra valstyhj legitimumo uztikrinimo
pagrindas. Sovietin tautine politika ir rinkos rySi nebuvimas, menka vals@b kaip
savarankisko valstybinio darinio egzistavimo petjrhavykes kovos uz nepriklausomyb
procesas — visa tai glaudziai susieja tastinapatybs formavimysi su valstybingumo
konstravimo procesu.

Tiek vidiniai, tiek iSoriniai teisiniai veiksniaiabiau suartina nei skiria analizuojamus
Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos atvejus. Abi valsgonepriklausomypgavo vadinamjy Belovezo
susitarimyp déka, o kova uz tautiniSsivadavim ar nepriklausomyp nebuvo masinis
reiSkinys. Nuostatadll sieny nelig€giamumo Emé Soviety Sajungos subyjima | atskiras
valstybes pagal egzistuojas administracinio suskirstymo ribas.

Geografiniy veiksniy jtaka Baltarusijoje ir Ukrainoje skiriasi. Ukrainojevarbesnis

regioninis Salies pasidalijimgsekonominius ir kalbinius regionus. Visuondsnnuostat
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27.

28.

29.

kaita rodo, kad ateityje, nepaisant geografiniokaitymo, ims dominuoti ukrainietiSka
kultara. Baltarusijoje svails ir vidiniai, ir iSoriniai geografiniai tapatgb formavimosi
veiksniai. Viena vertus, Salyje gana gajus ,tuBk&s“ sags apsibéZzimas, ty. sas
apibzimas pagal gyvenadrieritorija, 0 ne tautin, valstybirg ar ideologir priklausomyl.
Vis tik nacionalires tapatybs formavimuisi Baltarusijoje didziausiitaka daro iSorinis
geografinis veiksnys — Rusijos ekonogiiiaka ir energetia priklausomyk bei politinio
veiksnio materials aspektai — Baltarusijos aktyvus vaidmuo NVS, lamal iSlaikyti
Sajungirg valstykes egzistavimo fikcija.

Kultariniy ir politiniy tapatyles formavimosi veiksmi jtaka Baltarusijoje skiriasi nuo
Ukrainos. Ukrainoje visi konkuruojantys valstybimga diskursai apeliuoja ta p&ia
istoring patirf — Kijevo Rusi, 0 Baltarusijoje valdzios ir opozicijos valstyburgo diskursai
apeliuoja;j visisSkai skirtingus istoriniugvykius: valdzia -j Soviet; Sajunga, 0 opozicija
LDK.

Ukrainoje kultiriniai veiksniai (kalba, kuitra, tradicijos, viduramai ir XX a. pradzios
istorijos interpretacijos) yra ne tik taytoet ir valstylds nepriklausomydb konstitutuojantys
veiksniai. Todl valstykes politikoje, nepaisant besikeanciy vadow; remiamos ideologijos,
ukrainietiSkos kuliros skleidimas yra vienas svarbiauysnacionaling prioritety. Ne
vartojamos kalbos, bet kalbos statuso klausimasaibéje vis dlto gali biati glaudziai
susigs su politiniais veiksniais.

Baltarusijoje politiniai veiksniai yra persipyrsu kultiriniais: politiné ideologija nustato
istoriniy ir kalbiniy diskurg; ribas. Kalbos vartojimas ir alternatyvi istorijogerpretacija
yra politizuota. Sovietimi mity dominavimas uzkerta keli tautiSkumo elementams
nacionalirtje tapatybje atsirasti, be to, lojalumas valstybei uZtikrireamper ekonomin
gerow.

Neegzistuojant tautems afiliacijoms, Baltarusijoje vartojamos kalbossip@akima lemia
galimos sankcijos irjpratimas, o ne tokios vertyd, kaip &vynés kalba. Valdzios
monopolizuotos nacionakis Ziniasklaidos pagrindén kalba — rus, kiti populiariausi
informacijos kanalai yra Rusijos televizijos ir enbetiniai portalai. Tai lemia sew

priskyrimg prie rusiskos kuiiros ir mazjanti kulttring iSskirtinums.
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Rusijos kaip veiljo, kuris apibézia iSorinius tapatyds formavimosi veiksnius Baltarusijoje
ir Ukrainoje, itaka vertintinas ir kaip iginis—kultirinis bei politinis, ir kaip materialus — per
geografijos ir ekonomimi svert; iSnaudojima.

Tiek Baltarusijoje, tiek Ukrainoje svarb kultiriniai iSoriniai veiksniai. Svarbiausias
iISorinis kultirinis veiksnys Siose Salyse yra Rusijos #ds sklaida. Rusija veikia ne vien
nesmoningu kultiriniu patrauklumu kaip ,didysis” brolis, kaip slawienykes Saltinis, bet
ir vykdoma tokia uzsienio politika, kuria siekiarfaudoti turimus materialinius resursus
kaimyniniy valstybiy tapatylkes formavimui paveikti. Baltarusijojé kultirinius iSorinius
veiksnius ®ra reaguojama neigiamai, prieSingai g jeikimui sudaromos palankesn
salygos nei bet koki kity veikéjy atzvilgiu. Rus kalba yra dominuojanti vieSajame
diskurse. Nelygiavett valdzios ir opozicijos konkurencija BaltarusijojeeuZztikrina
kultarinés alternatyvos rusiskajai.

Ukrainoje politiniai nematerialios prigimties veikai apsprendzia ,kito* apizima:
keiciantis oficialiam kalbjimui apie Ukrainos ir kif iSors veilkejuy santykius, galima stéb
atitinkamy visuomers nuomoRs pokyi, apibéziant kaip suprantamas toks vigas kaip
Rusija, kaip apsilézia save santykyje su Rusija, kokie santykiaétiubiti palaikomi su
Rusija ir kitais tarptautiniais vedfais, galiausiai.

Ukrainoje Rusijos kuitriné jtaka sutinkama prieStaringai: kiuliniai iSoriniai veiksniai
Ukrainos tapatyés formavimuisi svariis kaip galintys lemti kalbos, kialos ir
praktikuojamy tradicijy pasirinkimy. Tatiau aktyvi Rusijos kuttriné ir juo labiau politir
itaka per rus diaspog ir rusakalbi materialin palaikymy iSSaukia grieztesnio ukrairdie
atsiribojimo nuo jos poreik

Ekonominiai veiksniai daugiausiaiakos turi Baltarusijoje. Nors tiek Baltarusijojeek
Ukrainoje, didjant ekonomiams ir socialigéms jtampoms, diéja ir skepticizmas paos
valstykes atzvilgiu, téiau Baltarusijoje, kur dominuoja lojalumas valstyldél asmenigs
gerows uztikrintumo, iSkilus pasirinkimui tarp asmeésn geroes ir Salies
nepriklausomybs, visos amziaus grép prioritet, teikia gerovei, net ir jaunimas, kuris yra
gimes nepriklausomoje valstyje; tuo tarpu Ukrainoje tokivos 20 proc.

Politiniy materialios prigimties veiksuiitaka lemia, kad jeigu Ukrainoje per Svietimo
sistem, vyks nuosekli ukrainizacija, bus skatinamas ukegin kalbos populiarumas,
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kalbiniai skirtumai Salyje sumag, tai dar labiau sustiprins kuitinio veiksnio svarb
Ukrainos nacionaligje tapatykje.

Kultariniy veiksniy menkaitaka ir didet ekonominiy veiksniy svarba Baltarusijoje gali
turéti neigiamy pasekmi ne tik p&iam nacionalids tapatybs formavimuisi, bet ir
valstybingumo konstravimui: ekonominis valsigb silpnumas gali pakirsti valstyb
legitimumo pagrindus ir pilietéks bendruomess nog tapatintis su ekonomés geroes
negalirtia uZztikrinti valstybe, bet kaip tapatéd pagrind rinktis iSogs veikéjus, galirtius
ekonomine gerove paspinti.

Baltarusijos nacionalin tapatyle formuojartiy veiksnyy sgraSas prioritetine tvarka:
ekonominiai, politiniai (labiau materialios prigis nei nematerialios), kariniai,
geografiniai, kuliiriniai ir teisiniai. Ukrainos nacionalntapatyle formuojargiy veiksni
sarasas prioritetine tvarka: kaliniai, politiniai (labiau nematerialios prigimtiesei
materialios), ekonominiai, geografiniai, kariniateisiniai.

Sis tyrimas galty bati tesiamas toliau tyrigjant, ar nacionaliés tapatybs veiksniy in
corpore analiz gali padti paaiskinti tapatybs formavimosi skirtumus kitose NVS

valstyhkese.
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