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CONCEPT OF THE GRAND DUCHY OF LITHUANIA
IN THE POLISH GEOPOLITICAL PROGRAMS OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY:
from Jozef Pilsudski to Jerzy Giedroyc

Summary of Doctoral Dissertation

Relevance of the research. Each period in human history is unique and specific.
However, very few centuries of European history distinguishes in such abundance of
spatial and mental changes to have shaken lives of European states, nations, families
and individuals as the XX century. These dramatic changes include frequent alterations
in nation boarders of Central and Eastern Europe, spread of new ideologies and
totalitarian regimes that reigned in the region. During that period, Poland sustained a
range of the aforementioned challenges, partly preconditioned by its geographical
location. To a great extent, this predetermined landmarks of Polish geopolitical ideas.
Some sought allies in the East, others - in the West, hoping to find partners able to help
the state to maintain a stable geopolitical position and entrench independence and
continuity of the independence. Thus, XX c. Poland's geopolitical ideas balanced
between security guarantees and imperialistic policy.

In the beginning of the XX c., a period of military movement, diplomatic
agreements and geopolitical changes, nations of the Republic of Two Nations (RTN for
short, also referred to as Polish - Lithuanian Commonwealth in Lithuanian
historiography) - a state comprising united Poland (the Crown) and the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania (GDL) - had a unique chance to establish independent nation states. In 1918,
five nation states appeared in the territory of the former RTN: Poland, Lithuania, Latvia,
Byelorussia and Ukraine, who faced a dilemma on the treatment of the legacy of RTN
and in particular of the former GDL. It has to be noted that this dilemma arose to a
different extent for each of the states. The difference was initially preconditioned by the
presence or absence of nationhood. Byelorussia and Ukraine had never had a status of an
independent state before and therefore were primarily concerned about the need to
entrench their sovereignty and security. Unfortunately, because of Poland's war with
Bolshevik Russia, Ukraine lost its western territories: Eastern Galicia and Wolynia to
Poland, Sub-Carpathian region to Czechoslovakia, Bessarabia and Bukovina to
Romania. The remaining part of Ukraine went to Bolshevik Russia. By the Treaty of
Riga 1921, Byelorussia was divided between Poland and Soviet Russia. Thus, only a
single descendant to inherit legacy of the former GDL remained, that is Lithuanian,
which restored its independence on February 16, 1918. In view of the fact that Poland,
although not completely autonomous, had continuous succession of nationhood, XIX c.
Polish political mind contained ideas to take responsibility for RTN restitution including
consolidation of GDL territories as a major legitimate RTN sucsessor. To implement
these ambitions, Poland had two decades in the XX c. as in 1939-1945, both Lithuania
and Poland became victims of the pact between Stalin's Russia and Hitler's Germany and
lost their independence as they did in the XVIII c.

The XX c. made it obvious that a declaration of independence is insufficient to
safeguard the independence. RTN underwent the same scenario as it did in the late XVI1II
C., when its 733 000 km? territory with the population 12 million people was divided
among three imperialistic neighbours in 1772 as a consequence of three partitions.



Russia took the bigest part - approximately 463 000 km? with the population of 5.5
million people including both RTN's capital cities— Warsaw and Vilnius. Prussia took
about 141 000 km? with 2.6 million inhabitants and Austria gained 129 000 km? and 4.2
million inhabitants.

Such proportion became a reason for ambitions of the XIX ¢ and early XX c. to
liberate the greatest part of the occupied state from Russia in the first place. The
kingdom of Poland, informally known as Congress Poland, created in the parcel
occupied by Russia as a satellite state granted continuity of nationhood only to one
RTN's part, the Crown, whereas the GDL remained little more than a historic fact or a
still changing historic evidence, the content of which depended on the approach of the
nations claiming its legacy.

Although an actual aggressor in the RTN's territory was Russia, yet the modern
political ideas associated with Poland's relations with its eastern neighbours are
hampered by the consequences of implementation of the interwar geopolitical visions
including the conflict for Vilnius.

In the late decades of the XX c., all five nations succeeded to restore their
sovereignty and safeguard its continuity. However, not all have implemented democracy
and became a part of the EU family. In 1991, the total area of the restored nations of the
former RTN comprised 1 253 696 km? and the population of 99 million people already,
almost twice as big as it was in the XVIII c.

Today, Poland retains a strong geopolitical position in Central and Eastern
Europe as it did in the interwar period and is deemed probably the strongest among the
states created by the nations of the former RTN. However, although the territory of the
states created by the nations of the former RTN is twice as big as in XVIII c., their total
gross domestic product (GDP) fails to exceed Germany's and Russia's GDP's and
safeguard their economic or political competitive advantage either in Western or in
Central and Eastern Europe.

During the entire XX c. Polish political ideas retained a strong tradition of RTN
reconstruction, although in different shapes and content, that initially was associated
with the Polish and Lithuanian union also known as Jagiellonian concept, federalist
ambitions of the interwar Polish leader, a commander in chief of the armed forces and a
dictator from 1926 Jozef Pitsudski and its successors and the concept of ULB (an
abbreviation coined by Juliusz Mieroszewski, a political publicist of the Parisian
magazine Kultura, to refer to territories of Ukraine, Byelorussia and Lithuania as
constituent parts of the former GDL) suggested by Polish emigrant publicist Jerzy
Giedroyc and his companions in the postwar period The aforementioned projects are
typically assigned to the federalist ideas in Polish political mind, the pupose of which
was to safeguard national sovereignty on the grounds of a federation.

The question as to what role was assigned to GDL - whether of an equal
participant or, after worsening of Polish Lithuanian relations because of the issue of
Vilnius, a hindrance but a necessary partner in the federalist plan - has been discussed by
historians of both nations along with the authors of geopolitical conceptions in the
context of federal possibilities and relevance in Central and Eastern Europe.

An attempt to delineate XX c. Polish geopolitical conceptions and GDL's
concept in Polish geopolitical mind might help understand why in the territory of the
former RTN, where a single national idea of the new ages gave birth to four individual
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national ideas of the Poles, Lithuanians, Byelorussians and Ukrainians, no such dramatic
events as in the Balkans took place in the XX c.

Research problem. In 1979, Czestaw Milosz, a Polish writer of Lithuanian
origin and a Nobel prize winner, wrote: "During 1918-1939, Lithuanians objected
everything what | liked about Vilnius: krajowcs, federal ambitions, regionalism and
mason-liberals, former supporters of J. Pitsudski. I think they would have preferred to
deal with an anima naturaliter endeciana when, at least, you are able to clearly
distinguish your enemy. Probably, they were right. I am not to judge. However, exactly
this branch grounds today's hopes for Lithuanian Polish alliance. An finally, Jerzy
Giedroyc, an editor of Parisian Kultura the daily that has been publishing my writings
for years, politically roots exactly from this branch." In two decades, J. Giedroyc,
indicating himself as a "Pistudki's shadow supporter” in his biography, stated in one of
his few interviews that “Poland is still following their two former leaders: Roman
Dmowski and Jézef Pitsudski”. In support to J. Giedroyc, Cz. Miltosz adds that
“J.Pitsudski's ideas have never been comprehensively analyzed and hardly ever will
since he was a man of action and his ideas were constantly changing depending on his
assignments to entrench Poland's independence”. Finally, after J. Giedroyc died in 2000,
Polish political publications turned to suggest an idea that” the analysis of his concept of
Commonwealth is also incomplete”. Lithuanian historiography and media suggest even
more controversy about Polish aspirations presenting J. Giedroyc as a genuine
Lithuania's ally and J. Pitsudski as a fierce aggressor although both derive from the same
branch of federalists. Such cardinally different approaches towards the two Polish
intellectual figures, giving one unconditional prominence and underestimating the other,
suggests that research in Polish geopolitical ideas makes a relevant and problematic issue
of scientific interest as to what benefits J. Giedroyc is praised and sins J. Pitsudski is
despised for.

The interwar period and the Soviet era maintained an idea that Vilnius was the
only reason for Lithuanian Polish arguments. Although, Vilnius has been the capital of
independent Lithuania for twenty years already and both nations belong to the same EU
family, relations between the two nations still leave a lot of space for improvement. Such
considerations imply that along with the classical diptych of R. Dmowski and
J.Pitsudski, contemporary Polish geopolitical ideas contain a specific paradigm of
J.Giedroyc.

Until the present day, neither Polish nor Lithuanian historiography have made
synchronic estimations of the federalist pair of J. Pitsudski and J. Giedroyc although
individual hints are present. Polish historiography, with the exception of recent studies
by Andrzej Nowak, avoid any deeper analysis of geopolitical ideas of J. Pitsudski;
therefore comparative research in geopolitical ideas of the two is scarce. Genesis of
J.Giedroyc's political ideas, that develops research in ULB concepts, is also rather brief
and dates from the fourth decade of the XX c. rooting in Bunt Miodych and Polityka,
periodicals edited by J. Giedroyc during the interwar period, and his bonds with Adolf
Maria Bochenski, one of the most prominent political publicists of the second Polish
Republic, whose legacy in contemporary Poland still remains undisclosed.

To fill in the aforementioned gap, the present work aims to analyze the federalist
branch of geopolitical ideas which consolidated all political figures with the exception of
Polish national democrats and their leader Roman Dmowski, a phenomena spotted by
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Cz. Mitosz. The Polish federalist political branch was not homogeneous; evidences of its
diversity may be found in publications by a Polish historian Juliusz Bardach, who
distinguishes federalists alongside with conservatives and krajowcy among the interwar
federalist movement. All these movements associated the future of the interwar Poland
with a differently perceived form of the federation.

Alongside with the federalist branch of Polish political ideas, a nationalist
branch supporting an idea of a nationally homogeneous Polish state also known as
incorporative geopolitical conception represented by R. Dmowski may be distinguished
in the interwar Poland. In view of its ethnographic and homogeneous essence, this
concept is not in the focus of the present work as it supports Polish ethnic interests by
suggesting to give the eastern part of the Republic of Two Nations (RTN) to Russia
leaving western territories of GDL to Poland as a multinational space suitable for
Polonization and maintaining ethnic and religious Polish homogeneity.

Presumably, historiography should draw equal attention to all branches of the
federalists in particular because of the general belief that J. Giedroyc's post-war concepts
of the ULB region were suggested already before 1939 and an essential role here was
played by A. M. Bochenski. They belong to the young Polish conservatives of the
interwar period and had their publications not only in J. Giedroyc edited interwar
periodicals, but in the daily Sfowo run by a Pole from Vilnius Stanistaw Mackiewicz as
well. Therefore it is believed that an exhaustive review of the works and concepts by
S.Mackiewicz and his brother Jozef, who were closely associated with the interwar
Lithuania and particularly with Vilnius and later actively worked in emigration
cooperating with the J. Giedroyc edited Kultura, might help reveal not only the features
of the federalist ideas, but also genesis of the conservative branch of the federalists, the
movement J. Giedroyc used to ascribe himself to, and to some extent contribute to the
overall research in the legacy of krajowcy, a member of whom J. Mackiewicz was.

It has to be noted that the development of the federalist geopolitics was affected
not only by political publications and political practice, but by historiography as well, in
particular by a historian Oskar Halecki. So far neither associations of the aforementioned
author with federalism nor his concept of Central and Eastern Europe as an integral
model have been explicitly analyzed; nor have the descriptions of GDL and Lithuania
suggested by federalist historiography. Presumably, such shortage makes the major
reason of today's uncertainty of how historiography transformed RTN into Central and
Eastern Europe and Polish geopolitical perception of Ukraine, Lithuania and Byelorussia
transformed GDL into ULB.

Recently, there have been no doubts as to the role of all aforementioned
personalities as important Polish political thinkers, but what if it finally turns out that
exactly these personalities, that is the Poles themselves triggered the vital
reconsideration of the common legacy and coexistence having a crucial impact on the
formation of the concept of GDL in the Polish mind as a continuous and independent
concept which, according to some, hindered and according to others, grounded and
safeguarded Poland's geopolitical role in Europe.

The description of the concept of GDL in XX c. Polish geopolitical conceptions
is a complex and tricky problem. This is caused by several reasons: first, written sources
left by some of the authors is insufficient to completely reveal their understanding,
second, descriptions and interpretations of their concepts have been affected by the
extent they were involved into political practice and third, because of the involvement
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into political practice, there is a risk to deviate to analysis of international relations of the
two states, in particular speaking about J. Pitsudski's geopolitics.

In view of these difficulties, it makes sense mentioning what is not analyzed in
the present paper, namely attempts to evaluate success of the geopolitical conceptions or
possibilities to implement such concepts are avoided as they would require a deeper
analysis of international relations and domestic policies what is out of the scope of the
present work.

Subject, objective and goals of the research. Objective of the dissertation — to
reconstruct GDL's narrative concept in XX c. Polish geopolitical ideas.

Subject of the dissertation — XX c. Polish geopolitical conceptions traditionally
ascribed to federalism.

To achieve the research objective, the following goals are set:

1. To describe and compare XX c. Polish geopolitical conceptions from
J.Pilsudski to J. Giedroyc, including other conceptions by other authors ascribed to
federalist movement, with the aim to evaluate changes in Polish geopolitical mind and
identification.

2. Introduce geopolitical conceptions described in historiography from
Jagiellonian ideas to Oskar Halecki's concept of Central East Europe into the context of
geopolitical problems.

3. To define and compare LDK's concept in geopolitical conceptions of
J.Pitsudski, J.Giedroyc and other federalists.

4. To determine the grounds for GDL concept's transformation into ULB with a
particular focus on Lithuanian contexts of J.Giedroyc's conceptions.

Theoretical and methodological framework of the research and research
methods. A geopolitical conception in its wide meaning may be perceived as a certain
spatial concept of a national identification, on the one hand, and on the other hand, as a
model to explain the meaning of space to a nation and vice versa to illustrate how a
nation acquires sense in the space. To put it other way, the model is constructed using
two initial elements: the state and spatial prospects, and therefore may be successfully
used as a method to interpret past and present political phenomena with the account of
their geographical position. On the other hand, this method associates with power and
space, significant elements of geopolitical environment which in their turn ground
discussions on national identity or role in geopolitical environment.

Analysis of national identity frequently uses role theory, the aim of which is to
determine how the geopolitical role of the state is perceived, what requirements such role
has to meet and how it is implemented. Although national identity is an aggregate of
multiple individuals, interest groups and diverse processes, it may be determined as a
factor that helps to understand the meaning of individual and subjective geopolitical
conceptions in the context of self-recognition and recognition of other geopolitical
subjects. It has to be noted that advocates of this theory claim that each state plays a
certain role in the international arena, which depends on the existing national identity.
The description of the identity also determines how nation states perceive their roles,
objectives, interests and strategies and those of other political units in the geopolitical
environment. Thus a national identity becomes a fundamental of a geopolitical
conception. However, like a personal identity, geopolitical identity is construed
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according to a certain interest. Without that interest, an identity would have no driving
motivation, whereas interests without an identity would lack a streamline.

To reconstruct GDL concept in XX c. Polish geopolitical conceptions, the
research employs methodology of comparative narratives that are used as a vehicle to
conduct analysis of geopolitical mind and to describe and compare GDL concepts. A
narrative is a part of a historical recital, that according to J. Riisen has a function to direct
practical life by reflecting temporal experiences, developing the concept of continuity
and consolidating identity. Obviously, the aforementioned parameters also correspond to
a geopolitical conception as they constitute a narrative construct. Both, role theory and
methodology of comparative narratives enable to describe a geopolitical conception, its
role and sense and help to pinpoint the GDL concept and its evolution. This approach
adds a multilayer and interdisciplinary nature to the research and allows use of several
analytical methods to attain a sole objective. The work uses alternative techniques of
macro and micro analysis (see picture 1) that help to avoid a homogenic approach to
history and encourage development of heterogenic historiography.

—

NARRATIVE

RESEARCH MODEL

MACRORESEARCH MICRORESEARCH

CONSTANT VARIABLE
ELEMENTS OF GDL ELEMENTS OF GDL
IMAGE IMAGE

DESCRIPTION THE
DISCOURSE OF GDL
IMAGE

DETERMINATION
OF GDL IMAGE

'd N a ™ 'd Y

COMPARATIVE AND COMPARATIVE AND HISTORICAL HISTORICAL

DESCRIPTIVE AND DESCRIPTIVE AND
PROBLEM RESEARCH
TECHNIQUES PRO?EEITNTCEIZEE’;RCH PROBLEM RESEARCH PROBLEM RESEARCH
TECHNIQUES TECHNIQUES

Picture 1 Research model of comparative narratives: research levels, objectives and techniques
(designed by the author).

Analysis of this character aims to reveal the nature of Polish geopolitical
conceptions and the GDL concept, its role and significance in Polish political space and
a wider geopolitical and historiographic discourse. The conducted macro-research aims
to reveal constant and variable elements of the GDL concept. It has to be noted that the
constant elements remain stable whereas their links with the variable elements may
change. The conducted micro-research bypasses a comparison of different geopolitical
conceptions of the GDL concept and aims to disclose how an impact of the concept on a
geopolitical conception is perceived and used to understand and interpret individual
historical events. The goal of such narrative research comprises two domains of analysis:
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a primary source to construct a geopolitical conception and its context as a secondary
source to interpret and realize the conception. This approach allows reconstruction of
historical arguments used to present the GDL concept in XX c. Polish geopolitical
conceptions.

Presumably, the chosen research techniques allow reconstruction of an authentic
GDL concept and reveal its unique role and functions in the scrutinized Polish
geopolitical conceptions.

Hypothesis and defended statements. The hypothesis of the dissertation is
grounded on three major statements on the functioning of GDL's narrative concept in XX
c. Polish geopolitical mind:

a) GDL's concept is absent in Polish federalist geopolitical mind as well as

among ideas of Poland's national democrats.

b) GDL's concept reflects in federalist ideas unchanged throughout the entire

XX century from J.Pilsudski to J.Giedroyc.
c) GDL's concept evolved in Polish geopolitical mind loosing its initial
meaning of the early XX c.

The research aims to confirm or deny these hypothetic statements.

1. Polish geopolitical mind contained the GDL recital or so called minor
narrative.

2. Genesis of XX c. Polish federalist geopolitical conceptions associates with
ideas of J. Pilsudski, although their implementation and interpretation along with
changeable geopolitical circumstances impelled searches of arguments for political
historization and predetermined deviation of the modern Polish geopolitical and
historiographic ideas from federalism in Polish eastern policy.

3. J. Giedroyc's ULB conception is not a typical production of federalist ideas,
but a qualitatively reconsidered modern version referred to as neo-federalism or a
completely new direction in Polish geopolitical mind.

Review of historiography and scientific sources. Poland's accession to the
European Union in 2004 promted numerous discussions on its role in the integrated
Europe. These discussions have encouraged development of scientific research not only
in Poland's geopolitical position under the new circumstances, but its former geopolitical
position as well. Scientific works by Polish researchers Piotr Eberhardt and Leszek
Moczulski contain a variety of interpretations of RTN area by XX c. analysts of political
geography ranging from a transitional territory between West and East to a forefront of
the western civilizations and a bridge between Eastern and Western Europe.

Although the XXI c. intellectuals have made a significant contribution to written
heritage on XX c. geopolitical issues, synthesis based scientific works in XX c. Polish
geopolitical ideas and in particular those that focus on description of GDL concept are
few. Research in federalist ideas by Piotr Wandycz, Stawomir Lukasiewicz, Jerzy
Kloczowski and Krzysztof Grygajtis are probably the only works that expose new
reflections on heterogenic nature of Central and Eastern Europe, conceptions of regional
Europe by Oskar Halecki and post-war federalist ambitions. The research is qualitatively
complemented by Lithuanian historiography led by Edvardas Gudavicius and Alfredas
Bumblauskas that focuses on the history of the GDL and Lithuania and comprises the
context of the Latin western civilization and the region of Central and Eastern Europe.
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Gen¢ Kirkiené uses O. Halecki's insights to ground RTN's federalism before and after
the ecclesiastical Brast union. Historiography of both nations put extensive efforts into
research and acknowledgement of the different historical memories of the common
historical past although only up to the XX c.

GDL's concept in Polish historiography mostly reflects in the studies of Polish
kresy, that is comprises only the historic context of the Polish nation and Polish nation
state. This fact is, most probably, a natural result of a historiographic approach inherited
from western historiography that still dominates in historical research of almost all
countries. Polish international relations have been analyzed in the works of such nature
mostly as motives to control threats to its independence from the East and West. Among
those, several works that are useful to reconstruct the GDL in Polish mind and official
policy may be distinguished, namely, the research by Wojciech Materski that reviews
conceptions of the eastern policy of the interwar Poland and the study by Marek Kornat
that reviews conceptions of the foreign policy of the interwar Poland including the
eastern dilemma in view of its international context.

One of the most recent historiographic sources devoted exceptionally to Polish
geopolicy, named in the Anglo-Saxon manner Fatal Place in Europe? Polish
Geopolitical Dilemmas (pol. Przeklete miejsce Europy? Dylematy polskiej geopolityki),
published as a series of Polish Intellectual Traditions, that briefly introduces major
geopolitical conceptions of Polish scientists and politicians, distinguishes from the XX c.
personalities only Jozef Pitsudski, Adolf Maria Bochenski, a soviet Polish politician -
Stanistaw Stomma, Jerzy Giedroyc and Juliusz Mieroszewski. This fact repeatedly
proves and justifies the relevant and problematic topic and structure of the dissertation.

Polish historiography devoted to J. Pitsudski is remarkably extensive. Teterofe a
sampling of historiographic positions was necessary. The major criterion for the choice
were the works that analyze political and mental changes in J. Pilsudski's spatial
understandings and focus on pre and post Lublin GDL territories and their future in the
context of his contemporary and prospect policy. This problem is dealt with basically in
works on J. Pitsudski's foreign or eastern policy. The issue was addressed in individual
publications by Polish historians Wtodzimierz Suleja and Jan Pisulinski.

Among more prominent interwar research on J. Pitsudski's eastern policy only
works by Tadeusz Kutrzeba and Wtadystaw Pobog-Malinowski under a pseudonym of
J.Woyszwitto may be distinguished. Such situation was partly caused by J. Pitsudski's
personal requirement not to reveal his political secrets. In view of the aforementioned,
the issue of the eastern policy teached the top of its popularity only in the seventies of
the XX c¢. when soviet Poland saw the research by ,Henryk Jablonski school”. The
school included such researchers as Aleksy Deruga, Jozef Lewandowski, Artur Leinwald
and Sergiusz Mukulicz. Their research comprises initial years of the interwar Polish
independence that is only the initial decade earmarked by military movement and
territory claims; therefore it explicitly describes military events that took place east of
Poland and political decisions that affected Polish eastern policy. The research highlights
the idea that the interwar Polish eastern policy was greatly affected by the historic
tradition as the statesmen of the new state took the boundaries of the former RTN as a
keystone of the modern Poland. J. Pitsudski, who implemented his ideas with the help of
the military that followed his authority as a political programme, had significant and
direct impact on Poland's eastern policy, in particular on Lithuanian issue. Polish
conservatives also supported J. Pitsudski's political line opposing national democrats
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because of the fear to lose real property outside the borders of ethnic Poland. The
aforementioned authors speculate as to whether to interpret J. Pitsudski's policy as
federalistic or incorporative. A uniform opinion is absent, although it is generally agreed
that J. Pitsudski's eastern policy was expansive.

Research in the controversy of Pitsudski's policy in the context of the interwar
Poland's history was also in the focus of emigrant Polish historians. Among the most
prominent, works by Wtadystaw Pobog-Malinowski, Marian Kamil Dziewanowski, Piotr
Wandycz, Wactaw Jedrzejewicz and Anna Cienciata may be mentioned. These authors
being outside the soviet reality and censorship suggested the contrary conclusions
claiming that the major goal of Pilsudski's eastern policy was to protect Poland by
pressing Russia eastwards and implementing a so called Promethean vision - to tear
Russia from inside through its "national stitches” with the aim to isolate it from the West
and to curb its westward expansionism.

The collapse of the soviet block encouraged interest of Polish researchers in
J.Pilsudski's eastern policy. The issue was quite extensively addressed by Antoni
Czubinski, Piotr Okulewicz, Janusz Cisek and Wtodzimierz Jedrzejewicz. Analysis of
these sources allows to distinguish three directions or components in Pitsudski's
geopolitical conceptions, namely, the idea of federalism, consolidation of Central and
Eastern Europe from the Baltic to the Adriatic under the lead of Poland and finally, the
promethean doctrine. None of these conceptions were implemented.

Among contemporary Polish researchers of J. Pitsudski's legacy, works by
Andrzej Nowak are probably the most interesting and problematic. His latest studies
distinguish from his other works and works by his colleagues in its topic, namely the
geopolitical context of Easter Europe and particularly analysis of J. Pilsudski's
geopolitical conception. The author claims that during the initial decades of the interwar
period J.Pilsudski accepted incorporative eastern policy only to safeguard Poland's
security and acquire possibilities to conduct independent policy in Eastern Europe
without support by Triple Entente. According to A. Nowak, the Polish Marshal's
geopolitical conception should be perceived not in the context of antagonisms between
incorporative and federalistic approaches, but on the grounds of development of Polish
imperialism as an alternative to Russian imperialism in Europe's East.

So far, Polish historiography seems to have reached an agreement only on one
thing, namely that a strong Poland was the major goal of J. Pilsudski's policy.
Meanwhile, opinions cardinally differ on the question whether J. Pilsudski was a
federalist and if yes, at what period, what form his future federation had to acquire, haw
many members it had to comprise and finally how it was to be implemented. Estimations
vary. As historiography discusses these questions quite explicitly and comprehensively,
but not uniformly, the present dissertation specifically addresses them in the initial
chapter. Such decision is preconditioned by the fact that GDL's concept is mostly
associated with J. Pilsudski's federalistic idea that causes so much controversy in
historiography. Here, an additional reference to a monograph by Danish historian Kay
Lundgren-Nielsen, that uses abundant archive sources to analyze Polish question in Paris
Peace Conference where, as the author claims, states of Triple Entente manipulated the
Polish disunity in fear of Polish consolidation and probable territorial pretensions as a
result of geopolitical models proposed by R. Dmowski and J. Pitsudski, may be made.

Numerous Polish historians and intellectuals still claim that J. Pitsudski's project
of a federation failed already in 1921 when Poland and Russia signed Treaty of Riga.
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The issue is addressed by Polish Canadian historian Jerzy Borzgcki in his recent work
published in Yale University where he explicitly discusses the 1921 Treaty of Riga and
its long term effect on Central and Eastern Europe.

Lithuania's historiography, on the contrary, pays much less attention to
J.Pitsudski's federalistic conceptions and evolution of his geopolitical ideas. In most
cases, the stress is made upon a reaction to his actual operations and Lithuanian
estimations of Polish national policy or its impact on Lithuanian Polish interrelations.

As for geopolitical approach, controversial discussions in historiography on
(non)acceptability of Paul Hymans's projects and searches of federalist project
supporters in Lithuania are important. The discussions are qualitatively complemented
by the 40th volume of Darbai ir dienos dedicated to The Battle for Vilnius Region 1919—
1923 where Lithuanian and Polish historians made their major focus on discussions on
the existence of the Central Lithuania's phenomenon.

J. Pilsudski, as a historian Algis Povilas Kasperavicius notes, is valued by
Lithuanian historiography rather one-sidedly and almost always negatively avoiding a
deeper analysis of his political ideas and frequently reiterating plain soviet
historiography. In J. Pilsudski's description by the latest Universal Lithuanian
Encyclopaedia, Rimantas Miknys writes about his federalistic plans, which he refused to
give up after the Treaty of Riga, and ignored Lithuania's Declaration of Independence of
the February 16, 1918.

Such approach to J.Pilsudski by Lithuanian historians is most probably
predetermined by the interwar conflict and occupation of Vilnius led by general Lucjan
Zeligowski who made a significant impact on Lithuanian historiography which
subsequently refused to accept anything that was at least slightly associated with the
invasive Poland. Eventually, the conflict became an actual reason why either a deeper
analysis of J. Pitsudski's geopolitical ideas or his perception of the GLD are absent in
Lithuania's historiographic discourse of Lithuanian Polish relations. The fact that there is
only a single translations of Daria and Tomasz Nalecz, seconds such absence.
A.P.Kasperavicius writes in his comments on the aforesaid biografy that in J. Pitsudski's
ambition the great federal Poland was to become a powerful state able to compete both
Germany and Russia; however his conceptions were far from the XX c. realia.

Issue of Vilnius and Lithuania as a major motif in J. Pilsudski's geopolitical
puzzle was being discussed not only in Belveder, his Warsaw residence, but also in
Vilnius, where brothers Stanistaw under a pseudonym Cat, which later complemented
his surname, and Jozef Mackiewicz worked on their own conceptions.

Among the range of federalist political movements, the major focus of
Lithuanian historians is draw to krajowcy. Particularly explicit studies have been devoted
to Michat Romer, a lawyer and a prominent krajowiec who finally became a passionate
supporter of independent Lithuania. Quite exhaustive research has also been done in
ideas of Ploish publicist from Vilnius Ludwik Abramowicz, a predecessor of the
krajowcy movement and an editor of the daily Przeglgd Wilenski. In view of the
aforesaid, analysis of krajowcy ideas is not given a separate chapter in the present work,
whereas individual implications of the researchers are used for better understanding of
geopolitical ideas of J. Pitsudski and Polish citizens of Vilnius.

An important place in the research of Stanistaw Mackiewicz conceptions has his
biography published by Jerzy Jeruzelski. A study in foreign policy conceptions of the
Poles of Vilnius region by Jacek Gzella published in Sfowo, a Polish daily printed in
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Vilnius, focuses not only on Polish Lithuanian relations, but the impact these relations
had upon geopolitical ideas of the conservative part of the Stowo as well. Stowo's
approach to J.Pitsudskj and his policy is quite explicitly presented by Maciej Wojtacki.
A comprehensive description of GDL's concept in S. Mackiewicz political conceptions
may be found in Michat Galgdek's publication, which writes that S. Mackiewicz sought
GDL's restoration in the framework of a dynastic union and believed such restoration
might be possible only upon an agreement of GDL's nations, when Polish society is
convinced in the necessity of imperialism and when Poland becomes strong enough to
revise the Treaty of Riga. At this point, it has to be taken into consideration that
S.Mackiewicz rendered imperialism a meaning different from its conventional sense
used, for example, to describe Russia.

In Lithuanian historiography, individual research in S. Mackiewicz ideas is
absent. A brief word about J. Mackiewicz as an editor of the conservative daily Stowo
may be found in the introduction to Vygantas Vareikis's translation of an article by
J.Mackiewicz about Witadystaw Studnicki, where the daily itself is presented as a
nationalist paper hostile to Kaunas and its politicians. Indré Karc¢iauskaité reiterates the
same negative opinion about the daily in her review on Lithuania's concept in the press
of Vilnius.

S.Mackiewicz‘s brother Jozef is described in a friendlier light by Lithuanian
historians presumably because he shared ideas of Ludwik Abramowicz or probably
because he refused to oppose the return of Vilnius to Lithuania in October, 1939. The
first to speak on the issue was, probably, Jonas Malinauskas in his article about the
interwar federalist ideas and identity of Lithuania Poles as autochthons of the former
GDL. Another author to review Polish historiography on J. Mackiewicz, his dependence
to krajowcy, projects on GDL's restoration and unconventionality of his ideas was
RySardas Gaidis.

Although modern Lithuanian publications focus on the contribution of Stanistaw
and Jozef Mackiewicz into political culture and literature of the interwar Vilnius to a
wider extent, none of the brothers is presented in the latest Lithuanian encyclopaedia.

Since J. Mackiewiczius was not only a political publicist of the interwas period,
but a well known writer as well, his personality deserves attention of literature scientists
along whith historians. To pinpoint geopolitical ideas of J. Mackiewicz, precise and
explicit monographs by Waclaw Lewandowski and Wtodzimierz Bolecki, giving a
comprehensive description of J. Mackiewicz's biography, his written works and his
approach towards Russia, should be mentioned. Mackiewicz's conception of the GDL's
reconstruction, conflict with J. Pitsudski and debates of Polish emigrants in London are
reviewed in Maria Zadencka's study. In individual publications, these topics are also
dealt with by Zbigniew S. Siemaszko, Nina Taylor-Terlecka, Krzysztof Tarka and
Matgorzata Ptasinska. The latter speaks in her article about personal communication and
correspondence between J. Mackiewicz and J. Giedroyc citing critical quotations from
their letters.

Geopolitical vision of J. Giedroyc is still incompletely researched; however
contrary to J. Pilsudski or brothers Mackiewicz, a relatively brief period in
historiography produced numerous serious studies aiming to uncover his (geo)political
ideas and his vision of Lithuania. Such interest is caused by the eastern policy, aslo
known as a ULB conception, proposed by J. Giedroyc and his colleagues from Kultura.
Presence of Lithuania's name in the acronym ULB encouraged scientists to have a closer
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look not only at the Polish eastern neighbours named in the acronym, but at J. Giedroyc's
personal links with them as well. The topics are quite comprehensively reviewed by
Iwona Hofman in her studies and monographs, that are valued as serious historical works
researching J. Giedroyc's ideas and as valuable sources with references to and comments
of primary sources. The author briefly reviews genesis of the ULB conception, its place
in Kultura's pages, its evolution in view of international political events and relevance of
the conception to be analyzed until 2000 and encourages to deeper research the effect of
the magazine. Marcin Krol and Janusz Korek's works speak more explicitly about
Kultura's roots and links between J. Giedroyc's vision and J. Pitsudski along with other
interwar political publicists. Approaches of the aforementioned authors may be
complemented by Rafat Habielski's quotation that J. Giedroyc was “not a profound
successor of Pitsudski's ideas™ as the magazine's vision evolved, leaving unchanged only
the conviction that Poland should be the first to start changes in the Soviet Block in
memory of the Jagiellonians and reminiscences of the Promethean vision. The
aforementioned reflections on J. Giedroyc and his colleague's J. Mieroszewski's visions
are complemented by numerous professional historians, publicists and politicians
including Timothy Snyder, Piotr Wandycz and Andrzej Mencwel mentioned in the study
on the relevance and novelty of the magazine Kultura in modern Europe. J. Giedroyc
and the XX c. Polish geopolitical visions are presented by Marek Kornat and German
historian Sebastian Gerhardt. They claim that the core of J.Giedroyc's geopolitical
conception was a conviction that Poland's geographic situation is not only a cause to its
past defeats, but also a key to its future success and therefore the ULB conception, that
should not be perceived as federalism, is grounded by aspirations of all nations of the
former RTN to liberate from the soviet oppression as an inevitable result of geopolitical
changes that caused new shifts of political power in Eastern Europe. T.Snyder adds that
with certain limmitations Kultura's programe may be treated as renewed federalism as
unlike the interwar federalists, who acknowledged supremacy of Polish culture in
Eastern Europe, J.Mieroszewski welcomed the unique national elite in Lithuania,
Byelorussia and Ukraine with the belief that all these nations deserve independent
modern nation states. Meanwhile Krzysztof Grygajtis, who named Kultura's federalism
as pan-European federalism sees it as a complemented and modified version of the
interwar Poland's left federalism.

The ULB conception and its opportunities are frequently discussed in the XXI
century Polish media; therefore this paper uses materials of the discussion held in 2010
to commemorate J. Giedroyc and J. Mieroszewski, and publications of the journal Nowa
Europa Wschodnia - the most recent interpretations of J. Giedroyc's geopolitical visions
and contemporary Polish eastern policy.

Having acknowledged historical memory as a ground for the ULB conception,
historians discussed J. Giedroyc's approach to history, described his approach to and
interpretation of certain historical events and analyzed the ULB topic in Zeszyty
Historyczne until 1991, although independent studies to comprehensively analyze
publications on the GDL and its history are absent.

J. Giedroyc's conceptions and attempts to implement them may not be
completely perceived without an analysis of their acceptability among Polish emigrants.
Relations between Kultura and Polish post-war emigration are researched by Marek
Zebrowski, and quite expicitly reviewed in the study Polish Political ideas in emigration
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edited by Andrzej Friszke, and the appraoch to Soviet Poland is described in Mikotaj
Tyrchan's monograph.

For better understanding of the context of J. Giedroyc, the present work uses two
important resumptive studies, namely the material of the conferences held in 2003 and
2005 in Poland to commemorate J. Giedroyc: Ostatnie obywatele Wielkiego Ksigstwa
Litewskiego, that provides data on J. Pitsudski and brothers Mackiewicz, and “Kultura,, -
tworcy, dzieto, recepcja”, that writes about the establishment of the Institute of
Literature, reporters of the magazine Kultura, foresight of geopolitical visions and
endeavours to implement the visions.

So far, Lithuania has had only a few brief publications dedicated to the
"Pitsudski's successor that Lithuania loves" or "a persistent Lithuanian who was probably
the most prominent Polak of the XX c." as a Polish politician and publicists Adam
Michnik refers to J. Giedroyc. Lithuanian historiography, being not so abundant and
comprehensive as Polish, briefly reviews certain conceptual issues of J. Giedroyc's
perceptions that are important to Lithuania.

The first to speak about J. Giedroyc in Lithuanian historiography was, probably,
Bronius Makauskas, while his political programme was first mentioned by Rimantas
Miknys, who regarded it as excelling J. Pitsudski's political vision of the region because
of its democratic nature and principles of inter-concordance based on universal equality
tested by bitter historical experiences. According to the latter, the major merit of
J.Giedroyc as a politician was the fact that on the restoration of Poland's independence in
the late XX c. no proposals to revise Poland's eastern boarders had place in the political
arena. The same author introduces J. Giedroyc in the latest Universal Lithuanian
Encyclopaedia. An interesting fact is that the encyclopaedia excludes the ULB
conception and supplants the acronym by the Lithuanian name of the GDL emphasizing
J. Giedroyc's concern about the multinational legacy of the GDL and contemporary
problems of GDL's nations instead of ULB nations. J. Giedroyc's relations with
Lithuania and Lithuania's place in Kultura are briefly reviewed in a publication of the
author of this dissertation. J. Giedroyc's personality and modern Lithuanian Polish
relations are dealt with in a publication by Andzej Puksto. The publication writes that
knowledge about Lithuanian contacts with J. Giedroyc and Kultura are rather scarce with
the exception of relations of a Lithuanian poet Tomas Venclova and several other
emigrant authors, whose publications appeared in Kultura, and draws reader's attention
to the editor's concern about problems of national minorities by raising a rhetoric
question if the lessons by J. Giedroyc have been in vain. Finally, A. P. Kasperavicius in
his review of T.Snyder's book, in particular the chapter on J. Giedroyc, questions
overestimation of his impact on Polish intelligentsia claiming that although his magazine
was read by the opposition as well, Poland's eastern boarders were not the merrit of
Kultura and J. Giedroyc, but a "real policy” and an inevitable fact to be acknowledged.
Meanwhile, Alfredas Bumblauskas tends to regard J.Giedroyc and Kultura's reporters as
a “paradigm phenomenon” of the "reconstruction of nations" and the ULB conception as
a "contest for Ukraine and Byelorussia and not against Russia".

Along with scientific publications, popular publicistic articles by Edita
Degutiené may be mentioned. The author also pays her attention to J. Giedroyc in her
book Lenkijoje apie Lietuvg. Santarvés link.

Presumably, the fragmented nature of the research in J. Giedroyc's ideas was
predetermined by the near past often regarded by historians as taboo, J. Giedroyc's Polish
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origin and emigration, the remote institute's location, the fact that his forecasts came
partially true only after 1989 and finally the fact that it was quite unusual to write about
him during his life and analyze his (un)completed works and (un)realized conceptions.

However, despite the scarcity of the research, J. Giedroyc along with Cz. Mitosz
Is regarded by Lithuanian media as the most popular Polish politician and intellectual
ever, whose intellectual contribution is being recovered from a close and at the same
time remote perspective as the topic of the present work proves once again.

Research sources. Today, probably nobody doubts that concepts are a result of
the sense of the intellectual past and reality created by people affected by their past
experiences and personal history. As the present work aims to analyze geopolitical
conceptions of J. Pilsudski, brothers Mackiewicz and J. Giedroyc, their written heritage
makes the ground for the application of the methodology of narratives and the role
theory. It as been noticed that geopolitical ideas of the aforementioned authors acquired
their subjective form in their political publicistic writings and stories and their material
form - in press publications and individual productions. Additional information may be
found in memoirs, letters and diaries of other people as none of the former left any
personal notes.

Political publicistics as a form of literature that aims to affect public opinion is
based on a certain manner of the presentation of facts; therefore the texts are earmarked
by analysis, estimations and references to fiction or even to historiographic conclusions
to ground the ideas. Because of this nature, political publicistic writings become an
aggregate of a range of factographic arguments and the subject matter of various
sciences granting the presented topic a wide context and allowing a closer approach to
the positions represented the publicist. Although the press, memoirs and diaries basically
reflect subjective attitudes, on the other hand, they produce a quite explicit and reliable
description of the period, that makes a meaningful field of research in personal and
collective narratives and geopolitical identity.

Written sources about each of the personalities to be researched in the work are
abundant, but not all of them left explicit written heritage of their ideas. A example of
such personalities is J.Pitsudski; therefore one of the key sources to describe his
geopolitical conception is his notes and a study that describes events of 1920. Additional
information to better understand his conception has been drawn from memoirs of his
closest friends Leon Wasilewski, Wtadystaw Baranowski, and Kazimierz Switalski and
from diaries of Mykolas Romeris. To shed light on factras and uncertsinties, the study
uses works of J. Pitsudski's biographers Wtodzimierz Suleja and, to a wider extent,
Andrzej Garlicki. The study also uses publications from one of the most presentable
journals of Pitsudski's followers Droga (1922-1939), accessible in a digital Chetm
library in Poland.

To reveal J. Pilsudski's public activities and federalist ideas of Vilnius region,
the dissertation employs insights and memoirs of Czestaw Mitosz and Kazimierz
Okulicz, a politician and an editor of Gazeta Krajowa published in Vilnius (1922-1928).

Analysis of federalist ideas in Vilnius region mostly uses the contemporary
press, abundant in publications and creative texts by brothers Mackiewicz, in particular
two S. Mackiewicz edited dailies: Sfowo, published in Vilnius in 19221939, a complete
set of which is accessible in Vrublevski library of the Scientific Academy in Vilnius, and
Lwow i Wilno, published monthly in London in 1946-1950, accessible in digital archives
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of the Warsaw University's library. The daily Stowo also contains publications of Adolf
Maria Bochenski and Jozef Mackiewicz. Insights if the latter may also be found in his
daily Gazeta Codzienna published in Vilnius (1939-1940). The major portion of
J.Mackiewicz writings printed in the daily are accessible in the digital library of his
publications (www.pogon.lt). Searches of additional sources have led to J. Mackiewicz
and Barbara Toporska biographical from 1945 published at book Droga Pani. Valuable
date has also been drawn from the correspondence between Zbigniew S. Siemaszko and
J. Mackiewicz in emigration, first published in 20009.

To understand A. M. Bochenski's ideas, the study uses a set of publicist writings
of Rafat Habielski and Jerzy Jeruzelski from Bunt Mtodych and Polityka.

The major sources to reveal J. Giedroyc's (geo)political conceptions include
individual issues of the journals Kultura (1947-2000) and Zeszyty Historyczne (1962—
2010). Unfortunately, individual issues of these journals are spread among Vilnius
libraries and non of them has initial numbers of Kultura (No 11 issued in 1952 is the
oldest). Bibliography of the journals compiled in 1996, has significantly facilitated the
review.

One of the most authentic sources to research J. Giedroyc are his autobiography
and interviews. Whereas J. Giedroyc rarely voiced his opinion in public - his writings in
Kultura are more frequent only from 1989 - the correspondence he left is abundant to
reveal his epistolary talent. Volumes of his correspondence with his closest colleagues
Juliusz Mieroszewski, Stanistaw Stempowski, Kazimierz Jelenski, Andrzej Bobkowski
and Czestaw Milosz have significantly contributed to the present study. To research
approaches of the ULB nations to the ULB concetion, inter-correspondence of Ukrainian
emigrants collected by J. Giedroyc was most helpful. In this context, a remark should be
made on the lack of sources on relations between Lithuanian and Polish emigrants
implying an idea that such relations were actually absent. Contrary facts were presented
by Krzysztof Tarka's publication in Zeszyty Historyczne in 2003, a Lithuanian translation
of which was printed the same year in Kultiros barai. Unfortunately, the publication
describes only official contacts between Polish and Lithuanian emigrants whereas
contacts with J. Giedroyc are left out. Translations of Lithuanian writings published by
Kultura evidence presence of such contacts although the actual scope is obscure.
Correspondence with the former head of the institute of Literature Jacek Krawczyk
reveals that J. Giedroyc maintained relations with Lithuanian emigrants since 1947
already, and had contacts with Lithuanian and Polish Lithuanian politicians evidenced by
his interview in Kultura. The Institute of Literature also possesses abundant cuttings
from the 1947-2000 press of Lithuanian emigrants collected by J. Giedroyc and his
colleagues. Hopefully, Giedroyc's epistolary legacy will be complemented by his
correspondence with Lithuanians and emigrant Lithuanians in the nearest future
expanding opportunities to learn about the ULB and Lithuanian Polish relations in the
second half of the XX c.

Novelty of the research. The key idea to analyze in the dissertation is not a

nation, but a historical and geopolitical area of the former GDL - traditional memory of a

historical state and its dispersion in the XX c. Polish geopolitical mind. Such approach

allows viewing at the region's history from two qualitatively different dimensions -

attitudes of the XX c. Polish politicians and publicists towards the GDL in contemporary

Polish geopolitics, on the one hand and prospects of Lithuanian research, on the other
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hand, and from the point of view of a Lithuanian Pole. Thus, the dissertation aims to
look at familiar things from a distance and without conformance.

By engaging a comparative method and combining comparative narratives with
the role theory, the historiographic research reconstructs Polish understanding of the
national geopolitical identity, that allows grounding Poland's relations with other
geopolitical subjects and the content of national (geo)strategies safeguarding national
security and friendly neighborhood and measures to implement such strategies. Nation's
geopolitical identity is an evolving object, that is being constantly revised under effects
of different and sometimes controversial conceptions and political events both by
national and international subjects. The unstable nature of the geopolitical identity may
encourage debates on possibilities of its preservation and implementation, that may
trigger changes in the content of the geopolitical conceptions. Such scenario partially
affected and even predetermined Polish geopolitical conceptions and transformations of
Poland's geopolitical identity subsequently impacting Polish perception of the area and
role of the GDL and giving rise to the new geopolitical prospects. However the crucial
effect upon GDL's concept was made by antagonism between the early modern and
national traditions, that gradually turned GDL into ULB in Polish geopolitical mind.

In view of the interdisciplinary nature of the dissertation, it may be interesting
not only to those engaged in reconstruction of the GDL's concept and its implications in
national memories, but to those concerned about geopolitical relevance of this historical
area as well. Presumably, such discussions facilitate attempts to understand the impact of
a historical area upon geopolitical visions and associated practice of individual nations
and states, the description of which may contribute to interpretations of the past and
present relations between RTN's nations and their nation states and justification of their
(non)integrity in Central and Eastern Europe.

The structure of dissertation, chronological frames and results. Dissertation
consists of introduction, three chapters, literature and list of source of information.

In polish geopolitical thought studies GDL view is basically not analyzed, so it
is not clear, why after J. Pitsudskis 22th of april, 1919 appeal to ,,ex GDL citizen” this
view became J.Giedroyco ULB conception, which was used by leaders of Solidarnos¢ in
XX century. That was more highlighted in the structure of this dissertation and is the
main starting point of first conception to holding J.Pilsudskis appeal. Whereas
J.Giedroycas conception was formulated in the second part of XX century and it is
difficult to say whether it is fully realized, so we have to think about several dates of this
conception and it is an obstacle to define clear date of the end of chronology. This could
be the period, when ULB countries gained their sovereignty in 1989-1991, when
lithuanian and polish intelectuals signed Vygriai declaration, which stated, that conflict
of both nations people for Vilnius, is the past, which is kept to analyze for historians and
not to politicize, and eventually when J.Giedroycas died and when the straight
connection between subjective conception and it’s author was cut off.

In the first chapter polish XX century federalistic conceptions text from
Jagiellonian idea foundation and it’s geopolitical conncetions in interwar historiography
during J. Pitsudskis federalistic conception and it’s obsticals of practical realisation,
overviewing the recallections of that time personas and polish historiographic
evaluations of it, till the polish supported movement of prometheizm, which was meant
to support national aspirations of the nations, which were in Russia domination, is
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analyzed. It is determined, that J. Pitsudskis GDL view consisted of the elements, which
were difficult to understand for the people of that time, such as territory, state, citizens,
whose self-consciousness was complicated by common statehood with Poland tradition.
This followed by the fact, followers of federalism in the XX century, considered GDL as
part of Poland cultural-civilizaional area, so naturally as future partner and support of
Poland. It is validated by the new polish historiography, that J. Pitsudskis federalistic
conception was part of his broader geopolitical conception, which aimed to push away
Russia and intended to approve new geopolitical power to Poland in East Europe.
Because of monoethnically minded Poland population and Sejm, Ryga assignment in
1921 and J. Pitsudskis retreat from active politics, federalistical plans were not realized.
After revolution in 1926, he came back to the reign and gathered so called bailout
Government and actively supported Prometheistic movement, which was supported and
executed by his alter ego politics Leonas Wasilewskis and Tadeuszas Hotowko. Institute
»Instytut Naukowo-Badawczy Europy Wschodniej” was founded in Vilnius for this
reason. Supporting prometheism, J. Pitsudskis declared, that he conceived the power of
ethic element in geopolitics, though till the end of his life it was more accept from RTN
inherited knighthood ethnical-cultural self-consciousness, so he often called himself
,Litwin” and it didn’t let him to acknowledge lithuanian and Lithuania nathional
aspirations without the connection with Poland.

In the second part of dissertation it is told about brothers authors, publicists
Stanistaw and Jozef Mackiewicz cases, for the purpose to unfold complicated not only
understanding of own nationality, but also Vilnius federalistic thought, which
conservative movement was represented by St. Mackiewicz and under his editorship
published newspaper Sfowo and krajowc‘s, which was represented by J. Mackiewicz
with his newspaper Gazeta Codzienna, which was published in Vilnius, which was ruled
by lithuanians during the beginning of the war. Both brothers moved to west during
WWII. Both had common GDL view, which they seeked to integrate to the reality of that
time. S. Mackiewicz want to see GDL with federal connections between polish-
belorussian and polish-lithuanian and later under bases of union with Poland. Supporting
not only J. Pitsudskis federalistic conception, he was minded bolshevistically and against
ethnical Kaunas Lithuania, because he thought that the existance of it is danger to the
safety of Poland. This thought was supported by some polish historians of that time.
Later he proposed conception ,,Against Russia“, which background should be East
Poland lands, settled by belorussians, which should have even autonomy. Whereas
J.Mackiewicz saw GDL as integral whole of Belorus and Ukraine, ,,which was not to
split into parts®. He accused polish part because of this situation, because ,,potential
inheritants were polished not only culturally, but most important politically*. Publicist
analyzed GDL multi-culturality, included preservation of Vilnius city cultural heritage
opportunities in the context of krajovcical ideas and ,,Jandscape patrotism®, highlighting,
that are different elements between Vilnius citizens, speaking polish and Poland polish
people. He, differently from his brother, criticized J. Pitsudskis for communism well-
establishment in East Europe, because he didn‘t support white revolutionists during his
time, negatively valued Ryga assignment. He rejected potential Soviet Union evolution
opportunity. Anticommunistical view characteristical not only to J. Mackiewicz, but also
to historian Oskar Helecki, who gave qualitavely new form to Jagiellonian idea — Middle
East Europe, grounded by historical arguments. That way GDL view became bound,
which marked West democratical traditions for federalists. In this chapter after overview
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of differences betweent brothers Mackiewicz world-views and political views, not only
complicated case of one family, but also confusing Vilnius federalistic thought with
context of federalistic J. Pitsudskis interwar realization opportunities was unfolded.

In the third chapter Jerzy Giedroyc and ULB geopolitical conception for Poland
East politics is analyzed, refusing polish claims to Vilnius and Lvovas and keeping
national aspirations of east neighbours, grounded by analysis of newspapers Kultura and
Zeszyty Historyczne. J. Giedroyc geopolitical thought genesis was searched in the
political line of his interwar edited newspapers, considering geopolitical thought of the
most active publicist Adolf Maria Bochenski. It is found that J. Giedroyc, though he
thought that his origin is from federalistic interwar polish thought, he didn‘t become
straight follower, because even during interwar he criticized it, but after overviewing its
practical limitations and considering new realities during afterwar, he rejected dominant
role of Poland in RTN east teritorry, reffering to the basis of equivalent partnership
collaboration in the region and aspiration of the nation for independent statehood right in
it. Because of that soviet Lithuania reality and later difficulties after independance, with
which faced polish people, reflected in the newspapers, especially ,,Kultura®“. GDL view
is practically missed in his newspapers. It was unfolded only when it was told about
multicultural and multinational RTN heritage, which was described by Vilnius or
retreated from East Poland teritorries to West authors. In his edited newspapers GDL
reflected only as part of common historic-ethnic heritage, but not as geopolitical reality,
which is analyzed or used as background for ULB conception.

Conclusions:

Polish federalist geopolitical ideas of the early XX c. contained a narrative
GDL's concept, grounding Jozef Pitsudski's address to the citizens of the former GDL
promulgated in Vilnius on April 22, 1919. This symbolic fact also has a practical
meaning as it grounds the idea that J.Pitsudski was led by the concept of the GDL rooted
in XVIII-XIX c. in his conviction that the GDL, although a constituent part of the former
RTN, in not a part of Poland despite the fact they were closely associated by their
common interests and geopolitical identity as the bastion of Western civilization.

The address reflects mental changes that had place in the region and the key
elements of the GDL's image in the early XX c. including:

1) the territory, precise demarcation of which in the inter-war period was
hampered by the XVIII c. discontinuation of the tradition of GDL's nationhood,

b) citizenry, identification of which formed under the effect of antagonistic civic
or ethno-cultural self-awareness, inherited from RTN's nobility, and nationalistic or
ethno-political self-awareness grounding proposals to hold free elections to decide its
future;

¢) tradition of nationhood common with Poland perceived as incorporation of
the GDL on the one hand and as a kind of federalism on the other hand;

d) multinational culture implying preference of citizen supported civil rule to a
military regime.

All the aforementioned elements of the GDL's concept as the the project of the
federalist model, that even J.Pitsudski failed to completely define, affected
interpretations of the content of the inter-war federalist discourse. Presumably, the
address aimed to help the society to identify with the aforementioned elements and by
taking measures listed in the address to integrate the elements into a whole that would
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help to preserve the concept of GDL and materialize the idea of federalism. However, as
none of the elements were precisely defined, and the measures were unsuccessful, GDL's
concept remained foreign to the majority thus complicating the practice of federalism as
well.

At the same time, debates between unitary and federalist historiography gave
birth to the conception of Jagiellonian ideas that highlighted and grounded importance of
GDL as a political category in Poland's history. The idea had direct associations with
Polish federalist geopolitical movement of the early XX c. as it was grounded and
promulgated by the historians who, to a different extent, contributed to the inter-war
Poland's policy formation. Among such, one may mention Oskar Halecki, a member of
Polish expert delegation in Paris Peace Conference, Witold Kamieniecki, a Polish
diplomat in Latvia and an advocate of the Baltic Confederation, Wtadystaw Wielhorski,
an inter-war Poland's MP and a leader of East European Research Institute in Vilnius,
and Leon Wasilewski, one of the closest J. Pilsudski's comrades, a Polish Minister of
Foreign Affairs and an advocate of Polish federal union with Lithuania, Byelorussia and
Ukraine. All their works and political practice demonstrate support to J. Pilsudski's
vision of a federalist Poland and emphasize that the Commonwealth of the two nations
was coined on the basis of a voluntary choice granting the united territories a possibility
to retain imperial power in Europe.

Presumably, that the social elite originating in the RTN tradition, who admired
federalist ideas, and the historiographic concept of GDL precluded Poland's attempts on
Kaunas Lithuania's independence although even such federalist propagators as
S.Mackiewicz encouraged military offensive to incorporate Lithuania into a forced
federal union. In this context, L. Zeligowski's campaign in Vilnius should be valued as
one of the most radical attempts to implement a canton project with Lithuania and not as
a precondition of Lithuania's occupation since such occupation would have precluded
any possibilities to form a federation and the tradition of the Jagiellonian idea.

Materialization of J. Pitsudski's federalist vision was undermined initially when
Central Lithuania was formed in Vilnius, Eastern Galicia was negotiated from Symon
Petliura in Kiev and finally when the Peace Treaty was done in Riga ceding Byelorussia
to Bolshevik Russia. Unsuccessful implementation of the federalist vision that ended on
the halfway in Riga fixing Polish eastern boarder at its position of 1792 preconditioned
perception of the federalist ideas along with the Jagiellonian vision by upholders of the
federalist geopolitical conception and by Polish neighbours as "claws of Polish
imperialism" and a threat to cultural and national sovereignty of other nations. Moreover,
the inter-war events and public sentiments respectively adjusted the entire picture of the
GDL concept and its imprint in the geopolitical mind. In majority's minds, the concept of
GDL has changed into the concept of Polish provinces known as kresy including
Belorussian, and Ukrainian territories and GDL's capital Vilnius annexed to Poland after
the Peace of Riga.

J. Pitsudski used categories of national patriotism instead of ethnic to form his
geopolitical conception as did S. Mackiewicz contrary to his younger colleague
conservative Adolf Maria Bochenski. J.Pitsudski, by supporting the Promethean
movement, and S. Mackiewicz, by advocating Byelorussia's autonomy, clearly
understood the power of ethnic element in the combat against federalist's major threat
Russia. However, unlike A.M. Bochenski and J. Mackiewicz, J.Pilsudski failed to
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understand that Poland's national minorities and its eastern neighbours take Polish
paternalism as a threat to their survival.

Broken diplomatic relations with Kaunas Lithuania and an intensifying focus on
Ruthenian territory in Polish historiography diverted Poland's eastern policy from
Northern East and GDL territories to South East, particularly to Ukraine.

The concept of the XVIII ¢c. GDL and traditions of Polish federalist patriotism
were almost completely destroyed during WWII when after massive emigration and
exile of educated Polish speaking elite from Ukraine, Lithuania and Byelorussia melted
actual powers that supported J. Pilsudski in materialization of his federalist conception
and restore the former content and political meaning of federalism and the concept of
GDL. The concept of GDL as an integral whole and a continuum and phenomenon of
Polish civic culture survived only in minds and literature of scarce Polish speaking
Lithuanians, such as Cz. Mitosz and brothers Mackiewicz, particularly Jozef.

World War Il dramatically changed fundamentals of Polish geopolitical
conceptions by taking it back to the issue of German Russian distinction and debates on
opportunities of Poland's liberation from the Soviet Block. Also, Jagiellonian idea was
essentially transformed by O. Halecki into the concept of Central East Europe. GDL's
concept retained by his concept marked the line between democratic and non-democratic
Europe.

J. Giedroyc's initial insights into Poland's eastern policy formed on pages of
Bunt Mlodych later renamed into Polityka, the magazine he was an editor of during the
inter-war period, and were mostly affected Adolf Maria Bochenski's criticism of the
inter-war Poland's foreign and domestic policy. Already in the inter-war period the
publications propagated an idea to support the aspirations for independence of the RTN
nations as they believed that independent states of these nations would secure Poland's
sovereignty and ambitions to create new configuration of geopolitical powers in Eastern
Europe with the aim to weaken Russian imperialism.

J. Giedroyc's doctrine of ULB, designed for Poland's eastern policy in Ukraine,
Lithuania and Byelorussia demanded to refuse historical reminiscences or Polish inter-
war kresy and acknowledge Vilnius and Lviv to Poland's eastern neighbours. Although
the concept derives from Polish federalist geopolitical ideas, it was based not on Polish
federalist paternalism and educated Polish speaking elite of RTN's eastern territories, but
on principles of mutual partnership and dialogue with ULB's ethnic elite. Thus Polish
geopilitical mind made room for independent ethnic Ukraine, Lithuania and Byelorussia.

J.Giedroyc abandoned formulas of federalism and Jagiellonian ideas associated
by ULB nations with assimilation of their elite and loss of their sovereignty. Analysis of
journals Kultura and Zeszyty Historyczne proves absence of GDL as a political category
that lost its former geopolitical relevance as well.

By acknowledging prospects of national states after comunism collapse and
taking such prospect for the grounds for his ULB conception, J. Giedroyc directly voiced
against nationalism in the region's domestic policy and emphasized the multicultural
nature of the ULB area and the corresponding relevance of RTN' and GDL's legacy as
the only element of the inter-war concept of GDL that remained actually.

By replacing the concept of GDL, the ULB region allowed not only the
distinction of Lithuanian communism and post-communism realia, but also a refusal of
the formulation of geopolitics on the basis of historic categories and history. Evolution
of the XX c. federalist ideas preconditioned Poland's identification as a bridge between
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East and West, which on the one hand, grounded the ULB conception and on the other
hand, has become an aspired vision aimed to maintain good relations with the West and
East and not at the expense of Poland's eastern neighbours.

J. Pitsudski and J. Giedroyc, two prominent politicians of the XX c. Poland,
clearly understood that Poland's geopolitical power and security lies in Eastern Europe,
whether GDL or ULB, and depends on successful policy in the East. They both were
politically realistic and aspired strong Poland and changes in the ratio of political powers
in Eastern Europe. However, only J. Giedroyc's conception of ULB excelled actual
experience, contained realia instead of visionary boundaries and rested upon evident
partners and apprehensible principles of partnership.

Presumably, J. Giedroyc's ULB conception is an atypical product of the
federalistic mind as it reconsiders not only the concept of federalism by refusing Poland's
paternalism in its eastern policy and political relevance of the GDL, but the concept of
nationalism as well by refusing incorporating aspirations by kresy. Therefore, a
conclusion that J. Giedroyc's ULB conception is a qualitatively new trend in Polish
geopolitical mind may be made.
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LIETUVOS DIDZIOSIOS KUNIGAIKSTYSTES VAIZDINYS
LENKU XX A. GEOPOLITINESE KONCEPCIJOSE:

nuo Jozefo Pilsudskio iki Jerzy Giedroyco
Disertacijos reziumé

Tyrimo aktualumas. Kariniy veiksmy, diplomatiniy susitarimy ir geopolitiniy
permainy laikotarpiu, XX a. pradZioje, susidar¢ palankios galimybés Abiejy Tauty
Respublikos (toliau — ATR, Siuolaikiné lietuviy istoriografija taip pat vartoja Lenkijos ir
Lietuvos valstybés pavadinimg) — jungtinés Lenkijos (Kariinos) ir Lietuvos Didziosios
Kunigaikstystés (LDK) tautoms sukurti nepriklausomas valstybes. 1918 m. buvusioje
ATR teritorijoje susikiir¢ penkios valstybés: Lenkija, Lietuva, Latvija, Baltarusija,
Ukraina, kurios susidiiré su dilema ne tiek dél ATR, kiek dél LDK palikimo traktavimo.
Reikia pastebéti, kad ne visoms valstybéms pastaroji dilema buvo vienodai svarbi ir
aktuali. Tam jtakos pirmiausia turéjo valstybingumo tradicija arba jos nebuvimas. Nei
Baltarusija, nei Ukraina iki tol neturéjo savarankisko valstybinio biivio, todél pirmiausia
orientavosi ] saugumo ir suverenumo uztikrinimo poreikj. Deja, d¢l Lenkijos ir bolSeviky
karo Ukraina prarado savo vakarines teritorijas — Rytine Galicijg ir Voluing, kurios
atiteko Lenkijai, Uzkarpatés regiona, atitekusj — Cekoslovakijai, Besarabija ir Bukovina,
atitekusius Rumunijai. Likusi Ukrainos teritorija atiteko bolSevikinei Rusijai. Pagal 1921
m. Rygos sutart] Lenkija ir Soviety Rusija pasidalijo Baltarusijg. Tokiu bidu 1§
palikuoniy j LDK palikimg i§ esmés liko tik viena pretendenté — 1918 m. vasario 16 d.
nepriklausomybe paskelbusi Lietuva. Atsizvelgiant j tai, jog Lenkija turé¢jo, nors ne visai
savarankiSka, bet vis délto nepertraukiamg valstybingumo testinumg XIX a., lenky
politinéje mintyje formavosi kryptis, kurios nuostatuose raginta imtis atsakomybeés uz
ATR restitucija, taigi, ir LDK Zzemiy suvienijimg kaip pagrindinei ir teisétai ATR
paveldétojai. Siam planui jgyvendinti lenkai teturéjo du XX a. deSimtmecéius, kadangi
del 1939-1945 m. stalininés Rusijos ir hitlerinés Vokietijos dalyby aukomis tapo ir
Lietuva, ir Lenkija, kaip ir XVIII a., ilgam pavergtos, bet jau ne carinés, o sovietinés
Rusijos. Tapo akivaizdu, kad nepriklausomybés paskelbimas dar negarantuoja jos
uztikrinimo.

XX a. pr. ATR erdvé atsidiiré panaSioje padétyje kaip ir per padalijimus, Kkai
ATR, 1772 m. tur¢jusi apytiksliai 733 000 km? plota ir 12 milijony gyventojy, buvo trijy
imperiniy valstybiy padalyta trimis padalijimo aktais. Rusijai atiteko didziausias
padalytos ATR plotas — apie 463 000 km? su 5,5 mln. gyventojy ir abi ATR sostinés —
VarSuva ir Vilnius. Prisijai atiteko apie 141 000 km? ir 2 mln. 600 tukstanciy gyventojy,
Austrijai — 129 000 km? ir 4 mln. 200 tokstan¢iy gyventojy.

XVIII a. ATR dalyby proporcijos lémé tai, kad i§ dalybose dalyvavusiy
valstybiy XIX a. ir XX a. pradZioje pirmiausia 1§ Rusijos noréta iSvaduoti uzgrobty
didziausig valstybés dalj. Vasaliteto pagrindu Rusijos uzimtos teritorijos dalyje dirbtinai
sukurta satelitiné Lenkijos Kongreso karalysté tapo tik vienos i§ ATR pusés — Kartinos
valstybingumo testinumu. Tuo tarpu LDK liko tik istorinis faktas arba vis dar kintanti
istoring tiesa, kurios turinys priklausé ir iki Siol priklauso nuo tauty, pretenduojanciy i joS
palikima, pozitirio.

XX a. paskutiniais deSimtmeciais visoms penkioms Salims veél pavyko atkurti
savo valstybiy suverenumg ir iki Siol uZztikrinti jo t¢stinumg. Taciau vis dar ne visos
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valstybés jtvirtino demokrating santvarka ir ne visos tapo Europos Sajungos politinés
sistemos dalimi. 1991 m. bendras ATR vienijusiy tauty atsikurty valstybiy plotas sudare
jau apie 1 253 696 km? ir apémé net 99 milijony gyventojy. Taigi, ATR vienijusiy tauty
plotas nuo XVIII a. padidéjo beveik dvigubai.

Siandien Lenkija kaip ir tarpukariu pretenduoja j svarias pozicijas Vidurio ir
Ryty Europoje ir pastaruoju metu regis yra laitkoma geopolitiSkai pajégiausia 1§ visy
valstybiy, kurias yra sukiirusios buvusios ATR tautos. Taciau, nors ATR tauty suvereniy
valstybiy plotas Siandien yra dvigubai didesnis negu XVIII a., bendras Siy valstybiy
vidaus produktas (BVP) nevirSija nei Vokietijos, nei Rusijos BVP, tai nei vienai i§ ATR
tauty sukurty valstybiy atskirai negarantuoja ekonominio ar geopolitinio konkurencinio
pranaSumo nei Vakary ar Vidurio, nei Ryty Europoje.

XX a. lenky politin¢je mintyje gyvavo stipri ATR rekonstrukcijos tradicija, nors
ir skirtingo turinio ir formos, kuri pirmiausia buvo ir yra siejama su lenky ir lietuviy
valstybiy unijine patirtimi arba dar vadinama JogailaiCiy idéja, tarpukario Lenkijos
valstybés vadovo ir kariuomenés vyriausiojo vado, nuo 1926 m. diktatoriaus Jozefo
Pitsudskio ir jo pasekéjy skleidziamais federalistiniais planais, pokariu su Lenkijos
iSeivio, leidéjo, redaktoriaus Jerzy Giedroyco ir jo kolektyvo suformuluota ULB
(terminas sudarytas lenky Paryziuje leisto zurnalo ,,Kultura® politinio publicisto Juliuszo
Mieroszewskio buvusioms LDK Zeméms Ukrainai, Lietuvai, Baltarusijai pavadinti)
koncepcija. Minéti projektai lenky politinéje mintyje dazniausiai priskiriami
federalistinés minties krypciai, kurios siekiamybé buvo federacijos pagrindais paremtas
valstybiy suverenumo uztikrinimas.

Koks vaidmuo vykdant Siuos projektus teko LDK ir Lietuvai, ar jie buvo laikomi
lygiaverciais ir realiais federacinio plano dalyviais, o gal XX a. pradzioje paslijus lenky
ir lietuviy santykiams dél Vilniaus, kaip minétos koncepcijos jgyvendinimo galimybeés
trukdys, bet vis dar bitinas partneris — Siuos klausimus aptarin¢jo(a) tiek abiejy tauty
istoriografija, tiek geopolitiniy koncepcijy kiiréjai, svarstydami federacijos galimybes ir
jos aktualumg Vidurio ir Ryty Europoje.

Bandymas apibrézti lenky XX a. geopolitines koncepcijas ir LDK vaizdinj lenky
geopolitingje mintyje turéty leisti suprasti, kodél ATR teritorijoje, kurioje 1§ vienos
ankstyvyjy naujyjy laiky (tautinés) idéjos iSsirutuliojo keturios modernios lenky,
lietuviy, baltarusiy ir ukrainieciy tautinés id¢jos, XX a. nejvyko tokiy kruviny jvykiy
kaip Balkanuose?

Tyrimo problema. 1979 m. lietuviy kilmés lenky raSytojas, Nobelio premijos
laureatas Czeslawas Miloszas apgailestaudamas rasé: ,,Lietuviai 1918-1939 mety
laikotarpiu nemégo viso to, kas man buvo Vilniuje artima: krajovcy, federaciniy
svajoniy, regionalizmo, masony-liberaly, kurie kadaise nuéjo su J. Pitsudskiu. Kaip man
atrodo, jie verCiau biity tur¢je reikalg su ,,anima naturaliter endeciana®, nes tada bent
aiSkiai matomas prieSas. Gal jy buvo teisybé, nespregsiu. Taciau biitent toji linija, o ne
»sarmating®, Siandien teikia lenky ir lietuviy draugystés viltj. Ir galiausiai Jerzys
Giedroycas, paryzietiSkos ,,Kulturos®, kurios seniai esu bendradarbis, redaktorius,
politiskai yra kilgs biitent i$ tos linijos“. Praéjus dvidesimciai mety, J. Giedroycas savo
biografijoje, nors ir pasivadines ,,Seséliniu pitsudskininku,” viename i$ nedaugelio savo
interviu pareiske, jog ,,Lenkija iki $iol valdo du karstai: Romano Dmowskio ir Jozefo
Pitsudskio®. Antrindamas J. Giedroycui, Cz. Mitoszas yra pridires, kad ,,j J. Pitsudskio
mastyma niekada nebuvo gerai jsigilinta ir vargu ar tai jmanoma, kadangi jis buvo
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veiksmo zZmogus, jo poziiiris nuolat kito dél uzduociy, skirty Lenkijos nepriklausomybei
uztikrinti“. Galiausiai 2000 m., J. Giedroycui mirus, lenky politinéje publicistikoje
pasklido teiginiy, kad jo ,,Rzeczpospolitos koncepcija“ taip pat néra permastyta. Dar
daugiau dvejoniy dél lenky svarstymy kelia lietuviy istoriografija ir vieSoji erdvé, kurioje
J. Giedroycas yra pristatomas kaip geriausias Lietuvos draugas, o J. Pitsudskis
daZniausiai vien kaip ,,banditas®, pasisavings Vilniy, nors abu priskiriami politinés
minties federalistinei srovei. Kardinaliai skirtingas lenky intelektualy vertinimas
sureikSminant vieno nuopelnus, bet nejvertinant kito, leidzia lenky geopolitinés minties
tyrimus laikyti moksliniu pozitriu ne tik aktualia, bet ir problemine tema, svarstant uz
kokius nuopelnus J. Giedroycas ,,i§ dangaus nuleidZiamas ant Zemeés™ ir uz kokias
nuodémes ,,i§ pragaro ] zeme grazinamas® J. Pitsudskis.

Tarpukariu ir sovietmeciu galéjo atrodyti, kad visos nesusipratimy priezastys
susidar¢ de¢l Vilniaus. Nors jau dvideSimt mety kaip Vilnius yra suverenios Lietuvos
sosting, abi valstybés priklauso Europos Sajungai, o santykiai regis klostosi ne visai taip,
kaip turéty ar deréty. Sie svarstymai veréia spélioti, jog lenky modernioje geopolitinéje
mintyje egzistuoja ne tik R. Dmowskio ir J. Pilsudskio ,,diptiko problema®, bet ir savita
J. Giedroyco paradigma.

Iki Siol nei lenky, nei lietuviy istoriografija J. Pitsudskio ir J. Giedroyco
federalistinio dueto kartu nebuvo vertinusi, nors atskiry uzuominy apie juos jau yra
pasitaike. Lenky istoriografija, iSskyrus naujausius Andrzejaus Nowako tyrimus,
nesileidzia j gilesnius J. Pilsudskio geopolitiniy idéjy permastymus, todél triksta jy
geopolitinés minties lyginamojo pobiidzio tyrimy. J. Giedroyco geopolitinés minties
geneze, skirta ULB koncepcijos tyrimams plétoti, taip pat siekia tik XX a. ketvirtaji
desimtmet], jo tarpukariu redaguojamus zurnalus ,,Bunt Mtodych® ir ,,Polityka* bei jo
ry$] su vienu rySkiausiu tarpukario Lenkijos politiniu publicistu Adolfu Maria
Bochenskiu, kurio palikimas dabartin¢je Lenkijoje taip pat dar tik atrandamas.

Minétai spragai uzpildyti Siame darbe pasirinkta analizuoti federalisting
geopoliting minties linijg, kuri vienijo visus veikéjus, i$skyrus lenky tautiniy demokraty
ideologg ir lyderji Romang Dmowskj, ir kurig kaip fenomeng yra uz€iuopes Cz. Miloszas.
Federalistin¢ lenky politinés minties linija nepasiZyméjo vientisumu, apie jos ]vairove
yra ras¢s lenky istorikas Juljuszas Bardachas, tarpukario federalistinéje mintyje iSskyres
ne tik jos federalisting, bet ir konservatyvigja bei krajovcy sroves. Visos jos tarpukario
Lenkijos ateitj siejo su skirtingy formy, skirtingai suprantama federacija.

Kartu su federalistine linija lenky politiné¢je mintyje i$skirtina nacionalistiné arba
»endekine lenky politinés minties kryptis, arba dar kitaip vadinama ,,inkorporaciné*
geopolitiné koncepcija, kuriai tarpukariu atstovavo R. Dmowskis. Atsizvelgiant |
etnografin} ir homogeninj Sios krypties turinj, ji darbe nebus analizuojama, nes jos
laikantis buvo orientuojamasi vien j lenky etninius interesus, keliama idé¢ja ATR rytus
pasidalyti su Rusija, numatant Lenkijai LDK vakarines teritorijas kaip
neiSsikristalizavusiy tauty apgyvendintg erdve, tinkancig lenky nutautinimui, iSkeliant
etninj ir religinj lenky vienalytiSkuma.

Manytina, kad istoriografijai yra svarbu atkreipti démesj j visas federalistinés
linijos sroves, ypac todél, jog yra tikinama, kad J. Giedroyco pokario koncepcijos,
skirtos ULB regionui, buvo suformuluotos jau iki 1939 mety, o esminj vaidmenj
suvaidino A. M. Bochenskis ir kiti jauni publicistai. Visi jie tarpukariu priklausé ir
atstovavo jauniesiems lenky konservatoriams, savo jzvalgas publikavo ne tik
J.Giedroyco tarpukariu redaguojamuose periodiniuose zurnaluose, bet ir Vilnijos lenko
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Stanistawo Mackiewicziaus redaguotame laikraStyje ,,Stowo*. Tod¢l yra manoma, kad
S.Mackiewicziaus ir jo brolio Jézefo, kurie tarpukariu buvo susij¢ su Lietuva ir ypac
Vilniumi, o véliau taip pat aktyviai dirbo emigracijoje ir jy darbai buvo spausdinami
J.Giedroyco ,,Kulturoje*, veiklos ir koncepcijos aptarimas leisty atskleisti ne tik Vilnijos
federalistinés minties unikaluma, bet ir federalistinés konservatyviosios srovés geneze, 18
kurios save kildino ir pats J. Giedroycas, o 1§ dalies net ir papildyti tyrimus dél krajovcy
palikimo, kuriuo tarpukariu laikytinas J. Mackiewiczius.

Pazymétina, kad formuojantis lenky federalistinei geopolitikai svarbios jtakos
turéjo ne vien politiné publicistika ir politiné praktika, bet ir istoriografija, o ypac
istorikas Oskaras Haleckis. Iki Siol detaliai neaptartas nei minéto autoriaus rySys su
federalizmu, nei jo Vidurio ir Ryty Europos koncepcija, kaip vientisas modelis,
neanalizuota, kaip lenky XX a. federalistinéje istoriografijoje vaizduojama LDK ir
Lietuva. Tikétina, kad butent dél Sios prieZasties iki Siol néra aiSku, kaip ATR
istoriografijoje transformavosi | Vidurio ir Ryty Europa, o Ukraina, Lietuva ir Baltarusija
lenky geopolitingje mintyje 1§ LDK virto ULB.

Pastaruoju metu niekas neabejoja, kad visos paminétos asmenybés yra
reikSmingi lenky geopolitiniai mastytojai, bet kas atsitikty, jeigu netrukus pasirodyty, jog
biitent jy, vadinasi, paciy lenky, o ne buvusios LDK tauty déka, jvyko lemtingas bendro
sugyvenimo ir paveldo permgstymas, tur¢jes lemiamos jtakos LDK vaizdinio
konstravimui lenky atmintyje, kuris jy tautos savimong¢je jsitvirtino kaip tgsting ir
savarankiska idéja, kuri, anot vieny, temdé ir kliudé, o, anot kity, grindé ir uztikrino
svarig Lenkijos geopoliting padét] Europoje.

LDK vaizdinio apibiidinimas XX a. lenky geopolitinése koncepcijose yra
sudétingas ir rizikingas uzdavinys. Tai lemia kelios priezastys, pirmiausia, tai, kad ne
visi kiiréjai paliko pakankamai savo rasytinio palikimo jy koncepcijoms atskleisti, antra,
didelg jtaka koncepcijoms apibiidinti ir joms interpretuoti iki Siol turéjo (ne)vykdoma jy
praktiné politiné veikla, tre€ia, dé¢l (ne)vykdomos politikos sudétinga nenuklysti
valstybiniy santykiy analize, ypac vertinant J. Pitsudskio geopolitika.

Atsizvelgiant | Siuos sunkumus, biitina paminéti ir tai, kas Siame darbe nebus
nagrin¢jama. Nebus siekiama vertinti nei geopolitiniy koncepcijy se¢kmés, nei jy
jgyvendinimo galimybiy, nes tam prireikty tarpvalstybiniy santykiy ir vidaus politikos
detalesnés analizés, kurios vengta, nes tai iSeity uz Sio tyrimo analizés riby.

Tyrimo objektas, tikslas ir uzdaviniai.

Disertacijos tikslas — rekonstruoti LDK naratyvinj vaizdinj XX a. lenky
federalistingje geopolitinéje mintyje.

Sio darbo objektas — XX a. lenky geopolitinés koncepcijos, tradiciskai
priskiriamos federalizmui.

Tikslui pasiekti disertacijoje keliami uzdaviniai:

1. Apibudinti ir palyginti XX a. lenky geopolitines koncepcijas nuo J. Pilsudskio
iki J. Giedroyco, taip pat ir kity federalizmui priskiriamy intelektualy koncepcijas,
siekiant jvertinti lenky geopolitinés minties ir valstybés tapatybés pokycius.

2. Atskleisti geopolitinés problematikos konteksta, apimantj istoriografijos
geopolitines koncepcijas nuo Jogailai¢iy id¢jos iki Oskaro Haleckio Vidurio Ryty
Europos koncepto.

3. Apibreézti ir palyginti LDK vaizdinj, pateikiamag J. Pilsudskio, J. Giedroyco ir
kity federalizmui priskiriamy intelektualy geopolitinése koncepcijose.
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4. ISsiaiskinti LDK vaizdinio pasikeitimo j ULB pagrindus, ypac atkreipiant
démesj 1 J. Giedroyco koncepcijos lietuviskaji konteksta.

Teoriné metodologiné tyrimo prieiga ir tyrimo metodai. Remiantis
geopolitikos samprata, geopoliting koncepcijg placigja prasme, viena vertus, galime
laikyti tam tikru erdviniu valstybés tapatybés konceptu, kita vertus, modeliu, kuriame
paaiSkinama erdvés reikSmé valstybei, ir, atvirkS¢iai, kuriame parodoma, Kkaip
Jprasminama valstybé erdvéje. Kitaip tariant, modelis konstruojamas naudojant du
pradinius taskus: valstybe ir erdvés perspektyvas, vadinasi, gali biiti s¢kmingai taikomas
kaip metodas, skirtas interpretuoti politinius reiskinius praeityje ir dabartyje atsizvelgiant
1ju geografing padét]. Kita vertus, Sis metodas yra susij¢s su galia ir erdve — reikSminiais
geopolitings aplinkos elementais, kurie savo ruoztu sudaro pagrindg svarstymams deél
valstybés tapatumo arba vaidmens geopolitinéje aplinkoje apibtidinimo.

Valstybés tapatybei nagrinéti neretai naudojamasi vaidmens teorija, kurios
tikslas yra nustatyti, koks suvokiamas valstybés vaidmuo geopolitikoje, kokie
reikalavimai jam yra keliami ir kaip jis yra jgyvendinamas. Nors valstybés tapatybé — tali
daugelio individy, skirtingy interesy grupiy ir jvairialypiy procesy rezultatas, vis délto
galima kalbéti apie jos apibrézima, kaip veiksnj, kuris taip pat leidZia suvokti
individualiy ir subjektyviy geopolitiniy koncepcijy reikSme, atsizvelgiant | saves ir kity
geopolitiniy subjekty atpazinimo konteksta. Reikia pabrézti, kad Sios teorijos Salininkai
tvirtina, jog kiekviena valstybé tarptautin¢je arenoje atliecka tam tikra vaidmenj, kuris
priklauso nuo sukonstruotos valstybés tapatybés. Tapatybés apibtidinimas taip pat lemia,
kaip valstybés geopolitin¢je aplinkoje suvokia savo ir kity politiniy dariniy vaidmenis,
tikslus, interesus, strategijas. Siuo pozifriu valstybés tapatybé tampa geopolitings
koncepcijos pamatu. Taciau kaip ir kiekvieno asmens tapatybé, taip ir geopolitin¢ yra
konstruojama pagal tam tikrg interesa, be jo, ,,tapatybé neturéty motyvacijos variklio, o
interesai be tapatybés — Krypties®.

LDK vaizdiniui XX a. lenky geopolitinése koncepcijose rekonstruoti remiamasi
naratyvo lyginamgja metodologine prieiga, kuria naudojamasi kaip jrankiu geopolitinés
minties analizei atlikti, LDK vaizdiniui apibiidinti ir palyginti. Naratyvas yra istorinio
pasakojimo dalis, kuriai, anot J. Riiseno, buidinga funkcija yra ,orientuoti praktinj
gyvenimg, pasitelkiant laiko patyrimo prisiminima, plétojant testinumo sgvoka ir
jtvirtinant tapatybe“. Akivaizdu, kad iSvardytas reikSmes taip pat atitinka geopolitine
koncepcija, nes yra naratyvo konstruktas. Tiek vaidmeny teorija, tiek naratyvo tyrimo
prieiga leidzia apibudinti geopoliting koncepcija, jos reikSme ir paskirtj, taip pat joje
uz&ivopti LDK vaizdinj ir jo pasikeitimus. Sitoks matymo kampas suteikia tyrimui
daugiasluoksnio kontekstualumo ir tarpdiscipliniSkumo pobudj, kuris leidZia taikyti
skirtingus analizés metodus vieninteliam tikslui pasiekti.
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PASTOVUS LDK KINTANTYS LDK LDK VAIZDINIO DISKURSO DEL LDK
: VAIZDINIO
EEETTE VAIZDINIO PRASMES REIEMIES
ELEMENTAI ELEMENTAI RUSTATYIAS APIBUDINIMAS
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ISTORINIS ISTORINIS
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PROBLEMINIS TYRIMO PROBLEMINIS TYRIMO APRASOMASIS IR APRASOMASIS IR
PROBLEMINIS TYRIMO PROBLEMINIS TYRIMO
METODAI METODAI
METODAI METODAI

1 pav. Disertacijoje taikomo naratyvo tyrimo modelio medis: tyrimo lygiai, tikslai ir naudojami
metodai (sudarytas autor¢s).

Darbe pasinaudojama makrotyrimo ir mikrotyrimo alternatyviais analizés biidais
(zr. 1 pav.), kurie yra vertingi vengiant homogeninés Zitiros ] istorijg pavojaus ir savo
ruoztu skatina heterogeninés istoriografijos kiirimasi.

Tokio pobiidzio analize siekiama suprasti lenky geopolitiniy koncepcijy ir LDK
vaizdinio prigimtj, LDK vaizdinio vieta ir reikSme¢ lenky politin¢je erdvéje ir
platesniame geopolitiniame bei istoriografiniame diskurse. Atliekant makrotyrimag
sickiama pamatyti pastovius ir kintan¢ius LDK vaizdinio elementus. Pazymétina ir tai,
kad pastovis vaizdinio elementai nors ir iSlieka nekintantys, bet gali kisti jy rySys su
kintanciais elementais. Atliekant mikrotyrima, nelyginamos skirtingy geopolitiniy
koncepcijy LDK vaizdinio reik§més, bet siekiama apibiidinti, kaip suvokiamas vaizdinio
poveikis geopolitinei koncepcijai ar konkre¢iam istoriniam jvykiui suprasti ir paaiskinti.
Sitokio pobiidzio naratyvo tyrimo paskirtis apima dvi analizés plotmes — pirminj $altinj,
kuriuo remiantis konstruojama geopolitiné koncepcija ir jos kontekstas (antrinis Saltinis),
ja interpretuojantis arba jgyvendinantis. Sitokia prieiga leidzia rekonstruoti LDK
vaizdinio pateikimo XX a. lenky geopolitinése koncepcijose istorinius argumentus.

Hipotezé ir ginamieji teiginiai. Disertacijos hipotezé yra grindZiama trimis
pagrindiniais galimais teiginiais d¢l LDK naratyvinio vaizdinio funkcionavimo lenky
XX a. geopolitin¢je mintyje:

d) LDK vaizdinio lenky federalistinéje geopolitinéje mintyje néra kaip ir

,endecijos stovykloje.
e) LDK vaizdinys atsispindi federalistinéje mintyje visg XX a. laikotarpj — nuo
J. Pitsudskio iki J. Giedroyco — nepakites.
f) LDK vaizdinys lenky geopolitinéje mintyje kito prarasdamas XX a. pradzios
pirming $io vaizdinio reikSmeg.
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Remiantis Siais hipotezés teiginiais, atliekant tyrimag, bus siekiama juos
patvirtinti arba paneigti, grindziant ginamuosius teiginius:

1. XX a. lenky geopolitingje mintyje egzistavo LDK naratyvinis vaizdinys.

2. Lenky XX a. federalistiniy geopolitiniy koncepcijy genez¢é sietina su
J.Pilsudskio 1id¢jomis, taciau jy jgyvendinimas ir vertinimas kaip ir kintancios
geopolitinés aplinkybés verté ieSkoti naujy politikos istorizavimo argumenty, tai léme
Siuolaikinés lenky geopolitinés ir istoriografinés minties nuokrypj nuo LDK vaizdinio ir
federalizmo, skirto Lenkijos Ryty politikai.

3. J. Giedroyco ULB koncepcija néra tipiskas federalistinés minties kiirinys,
bet kokybiskai permgstyta jos Siuolaikiné versija (neofederalizmas) arba visiSkai nauja
lenky geopolitinés minties kryptis.

Istoriografijos ir literatiros apzvalga. 2004 m., Lenkijai jstojus i Europos
Sajunga, Sioje Salyje Zenkliai padaugéjo diskusijy dél jos vietos besiintegruojancioje
Europoje. Tai paskatino plétoti ne tik Siuolaikinés Lenkijos geopolitinés pozicijos
tyrimus naujoje aplinkoje, bet ir nagrinéti jos ankstesn¢ geopoliting padéti. Lenky
geopolitikos nestoriy Piotro Eberhardto ir Leszeko Moczulskio tyrimuose nagrinétos XX
a. politinés geografijos mastytojy ATR erdvés Europoje skirtingos interpretacijos nuo
»pereinamosios® Vakary ir Ryty civilizacijos teritorijos, Vakary civilizacijos ,,priespilio*
iki ,,tilto* tarp Europos Ryty ir Vakary.

Nors nuo XXI a. pradzios Lenkijoje suintensyvéjo XX a. geopolitikos temomis
diskutavusiy intelektualy raSytinio palikimo leidyba, tyrimy, pagristy sinteze ir
apibudinti, — pasigendama. Tik istoriky Piotro Wandycziaus, Stawomiro
Lukasiewicziaus, Jerzy Kloczowskio, Krzysztofo Grygaj¢io federalistinés minties
tyrimuose pastebima naujy refleksijy d¢l Vidurio ir Ryty Europos heterogeniSkumo,
istoriko Oskaro Haleckio regioninés Europos koncepcijos, pokario federalistiniy plany.
Sia tyrimy linija kokybiskai papildo lietuviy istoriografija su Edvardu Gudavidiumi ir
Alfredu Bumblausku prieSakyje, nagrinédama LDK ir Lietuvos istorijg ir apimdama
lotyniSkosios Vakary civilizacijos ir Vidurio ir Ryty Europos regiono kontekstg. Genés
Kirkienés pasinaudota O. Haleckio jzvalgomis pagrindziant ATR federalizmg iki ir po
baznytinés Brastos unijos. Abi tauty istoriografijos vis plaiau atveria kelig j skirtingos
istorinés atminties dél bendros istorinés praeities ir erdveés tyrimus ir pripaZzinima, bet vis
dar tik ik1 XX amziaus.

Lenky istoriografijoje LDK vaizdinys daugiausia atsispindi Lenkijos ,kresy*
studijose, arba, kitaip tariant, apima lenky tautos ir nacionalinés-tautinés valstybés
istorijos konteksta. Tai regis natiiralus 1§ Vakary istoriografijos paveldétas tautinés
istoriografijos prieigos rezultatas, iki Siol dominuojantis beveik visy valstybiy istorijos
tyrimuose. Sitokio pobiidzio darbuose analizuoti Lenkijos tarpvalstybiniai santykiai,
suverenumo grésmei tarp Ryty ir Vakary pazaboti motyvai. Tarp tokiy darby iSskirtini
keli, kurie pravar¢iausi LDK konstrukcijai lenky atmintyje ir oficialioje politikoje. Tai
Wojciecho Materskio darbas, kuriame aptartos tarpukario Lenkijos vyriausybiy Ryty
politikos koncepcijos ir Mareko Kornato monografija, kurioje apzvelgtos tarpukario
Lenkijos uzsienio politikos, 1§ jy ir Ryty, dilemos, atsizvelgiant  tarptautinj konteksta.

Vienoje naujausiy istoriografiniy pozicijy, pirmg kartg skirty isskirtinai lenky
geopolitikai, pavadinty anglosaksy istoriky pamégtu stiliumi ,,Prakeikta Europos vieta?
Lenky geopolitikos dilemos® (lenk. ,,Przeklete miejsce Europy? Dylematy polskiej
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geopolityki®), iSleistoje kaip leidybinés ,,Lenky intelektinés tradicijos* serijy, trumpai
supazindinama su svarbiausiomis lenky mastytojy ir politiky geopolitinémis
koncepcijomis, o i§ XX a. atstovy aptariami tik Jozefas Pitsudskis; Adolfas Maria
Bochenskis; kilgs nuo Kédainiy lenky teisininkas, sovietinés Lenkijos politikas
Stanistowas Stomma; Jerzys Giedroycas ir Juliuszas Mieroszewskis. Sis faktas regis dar
kartg jrodo ir pagrindZia aktualig ir problemiSka disertacijos temg ir strukttrg.

Lenky istoriografija, skirta J. Pitsudskiui, nepaprastai jspiidinga. D¢l to prireiké
atlikti esamy istoriografiniy pozicijy atrankg. Pagrindiniu atrankos kriterijumi tapo
darbai, kuriuose nagrinéjami politiniai ir mentaliniai J. Pitsudskio erdvés suvokimo
poky¢iai, kalbama apie iki ir po Liublino unijos LDK priklausiusias teritorijas ir jy ateitj,
atsizvelgiant | jo vykdomos ir numatomos politikos kontekstg. Daugiausia vietos Siai
problematikai skiriama darbuose, atskleidZianciuose J. Pitsudskio uZsienio arba jo Ryty
politikg. Tai atskiruose straipsniuose yra aptar¢ lenky istorikai Wiodzimierzas Suleja ir
Janas Pisulinskis.

Reikia pastebéti, kad tarpukariu i§ rimtesniy tyrimy, skirty J. Pilsudskio Ryty
politikai, pasirodé tik Tadeuszo Kutrzebos ir Whadystawo Pobog-Malinowskio, rasiusio
J. Woyszwilto slapyvardziu, darbai. Tokig tyrimy situacijg lémé paties J. Pilsudskio
suformuluota nuostata ir sglyga neatskleisti jo politikos paslapCiy. Atsizvelgiant | tai,
Ryty politikos tema savo populiarumo apogéjy pasieké tik XX a. 7-3 deSimtmetj, Kai
sovietingje Lenkijoje tyrimus atliko vadinamosios ,,Henryko Jablonskio mokyklos*
atstovai. Siai mokyklai priklausé Aleksy Deruga, Jozefas Lewandowskis, Arturas
Leinwaldas ir Sergiuszas Mukuliczius. Jy tyrimai apémé tarpukario Lenkijos pirmuosius
nepriklausomybés metus arba tik pirmgjj deSimtmetj, kuriam buvo budingi kariniai
veiksmai ir teritoriniy pretenzijy sprendimo uzdaviniai, todél juose placiai aptariami
militariniai jvykiai, vyke | Rytus nuo Lenkijos, ir politiniai sprendimai, skirti Lenkijos
Ryty politikai. Jy tyrimuose akcentuota mintis, kad tarpukario Lenkijos Ryty politikos
formavimuisi didele jtakg turé¢jo istoriné tradicija, nes besikuriancios valstybés politiskai
uzsiangazavusi visuomenés dalis pradiniu moderniosios valstybés tasku laiké ATR ribas.
ReikSmingg ir tiesioging jtaka Ryty politikai turéjo pats J. Pitsudskis, ypac
LHlietuviskajam klausimui® spresti, savo koncepcijas igyvendings padedamas karininky,
kuriy daugumai jo autoritetas buvo kaip politiné programa. Taip pat pastebétas
konservatoriy teikiamas palaikymas J. Pitsudskio, o ne ,,endeky* vykdomai politikai dél
baimés prarasti nekilnojamgjj turta, esantj uz etninés Lenkijos teritorijos riby. Minéti
autoriai svarsté, ar J. Pilsudskio politika galima laikyti federalizmu, ar vis délto
inkorporacionizmu. Vienodos nuomonés neprieita, nors sutarta, kad J. Pitsudskio Ryty
politikai buidingas ekspansyvumas.

Tyrimus, skirtus J. Pitsudskio politikos problematikai, atsizvelgiant j tarpukario
Lenkijos istorijos konteksta, taip pat atliko emigrave lenky istorikai. Tarp
autoritetingiausiy i jy paminétini W. Pobdg-Malinowskio, Mariano Kamilio
Dziewanowskio, Piotro Wandycziaus, Wactawo Jedrzejewicziaus ir Annos Cienciatos
darbai. Sie autoriai, atitole nuo sovietinés Lenkijos realybés ir cenziiros, formulavo
prieSingas iSvadas ir teigé, kad pagrindinis J. Pitsudskio Ryty politikos tikslas buvo
apsaugoti Lenkija, kuo toliau i Rytus nustumiant Rusijg, jgyvendinant vadinamaja
prometéjizmo vizija — Rusijos iSsprogdinimg i§ vidaus ,,per tautines sitiles®, siekiant
izoliuoti 8ig valstybg nuo Vakary ir pazaboti jos imperialistinj ekspansionizma Vakary
Kryptimi.
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Sugriuvus sovietiniam blokui, Lenkijoje padaugéjo naujy tyrimy, skirty
J.Pitsudskio Ryty politikai. Siai problematikai savo svarstymus skyré Antonis
Czubinskis, Piotras Okulewiczius, Januszas Cisekas ir Wlodzimierzas Jedrzejewiczius.
Remiantis $iy autoriy darbais galima iSskirti tris J. Pilsudskio geopolitinés koncepcijos
jgyvendinimo sroves arba komponentus. Tai — federalistiné idéja, tarpjiirio koncepcija,
skirta sudaryti Vidurio ir Ryty Europos sgjunga, vadovaujama Lenkijos nuo Baltijos iki
Adrijos jury, ir galiausiai prometéjizmo doktrina. Nei viena i§ jy iki galo nebuvo
igyvendinta.

IS Siuolaikiniy J. Pitsudskio palikimo lenky tyrinétojy iSskirtini jdomds ir
problemiski istoriko Andrzejaus Nowako darbai. Naujausi autoriaus tyrimai nuo
ankstesniy jo paties ir kolegy darby skiriasi gvildenama mus dominancia tema — Ryty
Europos geopolitinio konteksto ir konkrec¢iai J. Pitsudskio geopolitinés koncepcijos
analize. Autoriaus darbuose teigiama, kad pirmaisiais tarpukario Lenkijos
nepriklausomybés deSimtmeciais J. Pilsudskis akceptavo inkorporacing politika Rytuose
tik todel, kad ji turéjo uztikrinti jai sauguma ir sudaryti galimybes be Antantés pagalbos
vykdyti jam savarankiSskg politika Ryty Europoje. Anot A. Nowako, Lenkijos marsalo
geopoliting koncepcijg reikia vertinti ne inkorporacionizmo ir federalizmo antagonizmy
kontekste, bet lenkiSkosios imperialistinés alternatyvos imperialistinei Rusijai Europos
rytuose sukiirimo plotmeje.

Iki Siol Lenkijos istoriografijoje, skirtoje J. Pitsudskiui, visi regis sutaria tik del
vieno — jo vykdytos politikos tikslo — stiprios Lenkijos. Tuo tarpu nuomonés diametraliai
i8siskiria pradedant kalbéti apie tai, ar buvo J. Pitsudskis federalistas, o jeigu taip, tai
kokiu laikotarpiu, kokig forma turéjo jgauti jo biisimoji federacija, 1§ kiek nariy turé¢jo
susidéti ir, galy gale, kokios buvo jos igyvendinimo galimybés. Biita ir yra jvairiy
vertinimy. Atsizvelgiant ] tai, kad istoriografijoje Sie klausimai aptariami gana placiai,
iSsamiai, bet nevienodai — nutarta detaliau juos iSnagrinéti disertacijos pirmajame
skyriuje. Tokj sprendimg léme ir tai, kad LDK vaizdinys labiausiai yra sietinas su
J.Pitsudskio federalistine koncepcija, kuri iki Siol yra istoriografijos prieStaringai
vertinama. Sioje vietoje galima tik papildomai paminéti dany istorikés Kay Lundgren-
Nielsen monografija, kurioje remiantis gausiais archyviniais Saltiniais analizuojamas
»lenky klausimas® Paryziaus taikos konferencijoje, kurioje, kaip atskleidzia autore,
Antantés valstybés sumaniai manipuliavo Lenkijos susiskaldymu dél R. Dmowskio ir
J.Pitsudskio siiilomy geopolitiniy modeliy, baimindamosi jos sustipré¢jimo ir naujy
teritoriniy reikalavimy.

Daugelis lenky istoriky ir intelektualy iki Siol tvirtina, kad J. Pitsudskio
federacijos projektas numarintas 1921 m. per karg su bolSevikine Rusija pasiraSius
Rygos taikos sutartj. Siuo klausimu neseniai pasirodé lenky kilmés Kanados istoriko
Jerzy Borzeckio darbas, isleistas Jeilio (Yale) universitete, iSsamiai aptariantis 1921 m.
pasiraSyta Rygos taikos sutartj ir ilgalaikius jos padarinius Vidurio ir Ryty Europai.

Lietuviy istoriografija, priesingai negu lenky, neskiria tiek démesio J. Pitsudskio
federalistinéms koncepcijoms ir jo geopolitinés minties raidai. Daugiausia kalbama apie
reakcija 1 jo veiksmus ir Lenkijos valstybinés politikos vertinimus Lietuvoje arba
Lietuvos ir Lenkijos valstybiniy santykiy konteksta.

Geopolitiniu poziiiriu svarbiis yra prieStaringi istoriografijos svarstymai dél
Pauliaus Hymanso projekty ir jy (ne)priimtinumo bei federalistiniy projekty Salininky
paiesky Lietuvoje. Siuos svarstymus kokybiskai papildo ,,Grumtynéms dél Vilniaus
krasto 1919-1923 metais“ skirtas 40-asis ,,Darby ir dieny*“ tomas, kuriame lietuviy ir
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lenky istorikai daugiausia démesio skyré Vidurio Lietuvos fenomeno egzistavimo
aplinkybéms aptarti.

Patj J. Pitsudskj, kaip pastebé¢jo istorikas Algis Povilas Kasperavi€ius, lietuviy
istoriografija vertina pernelyg ,,vienarcik§miskai ir neigiamai, deramai nejsigilindama j
jo politing mint] ir daZnai tiesiog antrindama ne geriausios kokybés sovietinei
istoriografijai“. Naujausioje visuotinéje Lietuviy enciklopedijoje Rimantas Miknys,
pristatydamas J. Pitsudskj, kalba apie federalistinius planus, kuriy ,,p0 Rygos sutarties jis
neatsisaké, bet ignoravo 1918 m. vasario 16 d. Lietuvos nepriklausomybés atkiirimo
akta“.

Lietuviy istoriky J. Pitsudskio ignoravimas tikriausiai buvo nulemtas tarpukario
konflikto dél Vilniaus ir jo uZémimo, kuriam vadovavo generolas Lucjanas Zeligowskis,
padares didele jtaka lietuviy istoriografijai, kuri po Sio neteiséto Lenkijos akto nenor¢jo
matyti nieko, kas nors bent kiek biity susije su ,,grobuoniska Lenkija“. Sis istorinis jvykis
lémé tai, jog istoriografiniame lietuviy istoriky diskurse dél lietuviy ir lenky santykiy
nematome nei J. Pitsudskio gilesnés geopolitinés minties analizés, nei juo labiau LDK
vaizdinio joje. Sig spraga patvirtina ir tas faktas, kad iki §iol teturime tik vieng ir veikiau
populiariosios literatiros stiliumi parasytos jo biografijos (autoriai Daria ir Tomasz
Naleczial) vertimg j lietuviy kalba. Minéta biografija komentavusio A. P. Kasperaviciaus
tik pridurta, kad pagal J. Pitsudskio sumanymg ,,didzioji federaciné Lenkija tur¢jo tapti
galinga valstybe, gebancia atsilaikyti ir prie§ Vokietija, ir prie§ Rusijg, ta¢iau marsalo
koncepcijos nebeatitiko XX a. realijy®.

,»Vilniaus ir lietuviskasis klausimas®, kaip pagrindinis motyvas ir elementas
J.Pilsudskio geopolitinéje déeliong¢je, buvo svarstomas ne tik VarSuvos Belvederyje,
kuriame marsalas rezidavo, bet ir jo taip pamégtame Vilniuje. Cia savo koncepcijas
senamiestyje formulavo du broliai: vyresnysis Stanistawas (slapyvardis Cat ilgainiui
prigijo jam kaip pavarde) ir jaunesnysis Jozefas Mackiewicziai.

Tarp federalistinés minties sroviy lietuviy istoriografijoje  didziausio
susidoméjimo sulauké Vilniaus krajovey politiné mintis. Sioje vietoje atlikti solidiis
»Romerianos* tyrimai, skirti krajovcui, teisininkui Mykolui Romeriui, véliau
pasisakiusiam uz tarpukario ,,Kauno Lietuva®“. Neapsieita ir be Sios sroveés pirmtako
Vilniaus lenky publicisto, laikras¢io ,,Przeglad Wilenski* redaktoriaus Liudwiko
Abramowicziaus paziliry tyrimy. Atsizvelgiant | tai, ,krajovcy™ minties analizei Siame
darbe atskiros vietos nebus suteikta, bet bus naudojamasi tyrinétojy pateiktomis
1zvalgomis ir iSvadomis tiek J. Pilsudskio, tiek Vilniaus lenky geopolitinei minciai
tarpukariu suprasti.

Tiriant S. Mackiewicziaus koncepcijas, pirmiausia paminétina spalvinga ir
turininga Jerzy Jeruzelskio parengta biografija. Dalykiskame Jaceko Gzellos darbe,
skirtame Vilnijos lenky, ir ne tik, uzsienio politikos koncepcijoms lenky kalba Vilniuje
leistame ,,Stowo* dienrastyje, daug vietos skirta ne tik Lenkijos ir Lietuvos santykiams,
bet ir jy jtakai ,,Stowo* kolektyvo konservatyviajai geopolitinei minciai. ,,Stowo*
kolektyvo pozitur; i J.Pitsudsk; ir jo vykdomg politikg placiau pristaté Maciejus
Wojtackis. Apie LDK vaizdinj S. Mackiewicziaus politinéje mintyje savo straipsnyje
kalba Michatas Galedekas, anot kurio, jis sieké LDK atkiirimo dinastinés unijos
pagrindais, bet buvo tikras, kad jis bus galimas tik tada, kai pavyks susitarti dél jos su
LDK tautomis, jtikinti Lenkijos visuomeng¢ imperializmo biitinumu, kai bus sustiprinta
Salis taip, kad baty galima reviduoti Rygos sutartj. Sioje vietoje reikia turéti omenyje,
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kad S. Mackiewiczius imperializmui suteiké kitokig prasme nei jprasta, pvz., kalbant
apie Rusija.

Lietuviy istoriografijoje S. Mackiewicziui skirty atskiry tyrimy néra. Apie jj,
kaip konservatyvaus laikrasc¢io ,,Stowo* redaktoriy, uZsimenama Vyganto Vareikio
1Sversto J. Mackiewicziaus straipsnio, skirto Wtadystawui Studnickiui, jZangoje, pati
laikraSt; pristatant kaip ,nacionalistiSkai nusiteikus; prie§ Kauno Lietuvg ir jos
politikus®. Indrés Karciauskaités straipsnyje, skirtame aptarti Lietuvos vaizdinj Vilniaus
spaudoje, apibendrinant ,,Stowo* 1922—-1923 mety turinj, pakartojamas toks pat
neigiamas Sio dienras¢io vertinimas.

Stanistawo brolis Jozefas, lietuviy istoriky yra pristatomas palankiau, gal todél,
kad jam artimos buvo krajovco Ludwiko Abramowicziaus id¢jos, arba todél, kad 1939
m. spalj, sovietams Vilniy grazinus Lietuvai, Sio fakto nepasmerke, o netgi palaiké. Bene
pirmasis apie tai placiau savo straipsnyje désto Jonas Malinauskas, akcentuodamas
tarpukario ,,kraSto id¢ja* ir ,,tuteiSiy*, kaip LDK autochtony, tapatybe. J. Mackiewicziui
skirta lenky istoriografija, priklausomybe krajovcams, LDK atktirimo projektus ir jo
1déjy originalumg aptaré RysSardas Gaidis.

Nors apie Stanistawo ir Jozefo Mackiewicziy indélj tarpukario Vilniaus politinei
kultiirai ir literatiirai Lietuvoje raSoma vis daZniau, nei vienas i§ minéty broliy, deja,
nebuvo pristatytas naujausioje lietuviy enciklopedijoje.

Atsizvelgiant ] tai, kad J. Mackiewiczius tarpukariu buvo ne tik politinis
publicistas, bet ir garsus rasytojas, jo asmenyb¢ sulauke tiek pat istoriky ir literatiirology
démesio. J. Mackiewicziui ir jo geopolitinei minciai apCiuopti ir suprasti iSskirtinos
preciziSkos ir plataus konteksto Wactawo Lewandowskio ir Wlodzimierzo Boleckio
monografijos, kuriose iSsamiai aptariama J. Mackiewicziaus biografija, jo veikaly
likimas ir priimtinumas visuomenei, pozitris ] Rusijg. LDK rekonstrukcijai jo kiiryboje,
priestarai J. Pitsudskiui ir su juo susijusiai polemikai, vykusiai tarp Londone susibiirusiy
lenky emigranty, skirtas Marios Zadenckos darbas. Atskiruose straipsniuose Sias temas
taip pat gvildeno Zbigniewas S. Siemaszko, Nina Taylor-Terlecka, Krzysztofas Tarka ir
Matgorzata Ptasinska. Pastaroji savo straipsnyje kalba apie J. Mackiewicziaus ir
J.Giedroyco rySius, jy korespondencijg ir cituoja vertingas dar nepublikuoty laiSky
iStraukas.

J. Giedroyco geopolitiné¢ vizija ir jai skirti veiklos padariniai dar i§ esmés
neistirti ir neaptarti, bet, prieSingai negu J. Pitsudskiui ar broliams Mackiewicziams, per
gana trumpg laikg istoriografijoje pasirodé daug solidziy tyrimy, skirty jo geopolitinei
minciai ir Lietuvos vietai joje atskleisti. Palankias salygas tam turéjo jo kartu su zurnalo
»Kultura® bendradarbiais Lenkijai formuluojama Ryty politika, vadinama ULB
koncepcija. Lietuvos pavadinimo ULB akronime atsiradimas privert¢ mokslininkus
idémiau jsizitréti ne tik ] minimas santrumpoje valstybes j rytus nuo Lenkijos, taip pat j
Sio zurnalo redaktoriaus asmeninj ry$j su jomis. Su Siomis temomis gana iSsamiai
supazindina Iwonos Hofman straipsniai ir monografijos, kurie vertintini ne tik kaip
solidiis istoriografiniai darbai J. Giedroyco minciai tirti, bet taip pat kaip vertingi
Saltiniai, kuriuose gausu nuorody ] pirminius $altinius ir jy komentary. Autorés darbuose
trumpai aptariama ULB koncepcijos geneze, iSskiriant ULB vietg zurnalo ,,Kultura*
puslapiuose, jos evoliucionavimg, atsizvelgiant | tarptautinius politinius jvykius,
koncepcijos aktualumg, kuri nagrin¢jama iki 2000 mety, raginama atlikti tyrimus Sio
leidinio poveikiui nustatyti. Marcino Krolo ir Januszo Koreko darbuose iSsamiau
kalbama apie zurnalo ,Kultura“ istakas, J. Giedroyco vizijos rysj su J. Pitsudskiu ir
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tarpukario politiniais publicistais. Siy autoriy jZvalgos pratgsiamos Rafato Habielskio
teiginiu, kad J. Giedroycas nebuvo visiSkas ,,pitsudskinés® minties teséjas, nes Zurnalo
mintis evoliucionavo, nors liko nepakites jsitikinimas, kad Lenkija pirmoji turéty imtis
permainy sovietiniame bloke vardan Jogailai¢iy ir prometéjizmo idéjy reminiscencijy.
Minétus svarstymus dél J. Giedroyco ir jo artimiausio bendradarbio J. Mieroszewskio
minties analizés papildo platus ratas profesionaliy istoriky, publicisty, politiky, tarp kuriy
galima paminéti Tymothy Snyderj, Piotra Wandycziy, Andrzejy Mencwelj ir daug kity,
kurie pristatomi studijoje, skirtoje Zzurnalo ,Kultura®“ aktualumui ir unikalumui
modernioje Europoje aptarti. Su J. Giedroycu ir XX a. lenky politinémis ir konkreciai jo
geopolitine vizija supazindina Marekas Kornatas ir vokieCiy istorikas Sebastianas
Gerhardtas. Jy teigimu, J. Giedroyco geopolitinés koncepcijos Serdimi buvo jsitikinimas,
kad Lenkijos geografin¢ padétyje slypi ne tik jos praeityje patirti pralaiméjimai, bet ir
raktas ] tikrgja jos s€kme ateityje, todel ULB koncepcijos, kuri nelaikytina federalizmu,
pagrindu, tapo visy ATR tauty iSsivadavimo i$ sovietinio jungo siekis, Kaip biitinas
geopolitiniy permainy rezultatas, kuris turéjo lemti naujus galios pokyCius Ryty
Europoje. Juos patikslindamas T. Snyderis yra pridiires, kad su tam tikromis i§lygomis
»Kulturos* programg galima laikyti ,atnaujintu federalizmu®, nes skirtingai negu
tarpukario federalistai, kurie pripazino lenky kultiros virSenyb¢ Rytuose,
J.Mieroszewskis dziaugési iSskirtiniu tautiniu lietuviy, baltarusiy ir ukrainieCiy elitu ir
tik¢jo, kad Sios tautos nusipelno turéti modernias savo valstybes. Tuo tarpu Krzysztofas
Grygajtis, suteikes ,,Kulturai® federalizmui ,,paneuropinio federalizmo* pavadinimg ir
statusg, vertina jj kaip papildytg ir pataisyta tarpukario Lenkijos kairiyjy federalizmo
versijg.

Apie ULB koncepcijg ir jos galimybes XXI amziuje lenky vieSojoje erdveje
kalbama nuolat, ypac¢ lenky zurnale ,,Nowa Europa Wschodnia“ — Siuolaikinés Lenkijos
Ryty politikos kontekste.

Atskaitos tasku ULB koncepcijai pripazinus istoring atmintj, istoriky aptartas
J.Giedroyco poziiiris ] istorija, pristatytas jo poziliris j tam tikrus istorinius jvykius ir jy
interpretacija, nagrinéta ULB tematika ,,Zeszyty Historyczne® iki 1991 mety, taciau
atskiry tyrimy, kuriuose biity nuosekliai aptarti straipsniai, skirti LDK ar Lietuvai ir jos
istorijai, zurnale néra.

J. Giedroyco koncepcijy ir pastangy, skirty joms jgyvendinti, nejmanoma
suprasti, nenagrinéjant jy priimtinumo lenky emigracijoje. Zurnalo ,,Kultura“ ry$§iams su
lenky pokario emigracija atskleisti savo tyrima skyré Marekas Zebrowskis, placiau apie
emigracijg kalbéta Andrzejaus Friszkes, poziiiris ir santykiai su sovietine Lenkija placiai
aptariami Mikotajaus Tyrchano monografijoje.

Platesniam J. Giedroyco kontekstui suprasti darbe panaudotos dvi reikSmingos
apibendrinancio pobiidzio studijos. Tai 2003 ir 2005 m. Lenkijoje vykusiy konferencijy
medziagos pagrindu J. Giedroycui atminti sudaryti leidiniai: ,,Ostatnie obywatele
Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego®, kuriame taip pat pateikiama Ziniy ir apie J. Pitsudskj
ir brolius Mackiewiczius ir ,,Kultura®“ — twoércy, dzieto, recepcja®, kuriame raSoma apie
Literattiros instituto jkiirima Paryziuje, zurnalo ,,Kultura® kolektyva, geopolitiniy jzvalgy
toliaregiSkuma ir pastangas joms jgyvendinti.

Iki Siol Lietuvoje pasirodé vos keli ir gana trumpos apimties straipsniai, skirti
»Pilsudskio sekéjui, kurj pamilo Lietuva®“ arba ,uzsispyrusiam lietuviui, kuris buvo
turblit nuostabiausias XX a. lenkas® — taip kadaise apie ji pasaké lenky politikas,
publicistas Adamas Michnikas. Lietuviy istoriografija, kuri nors ir néra tokia gausi ir
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iSsami kaip lenky, trumpai aptaria tam tikrus konceptualius ir reikSmingus J. Giedroyco
recepcijos klausimus Lietuvai.

Bene pirmasis lietuviy istoriografijoje apie J. Giedroyca prabilo Bronius
Makauskas, o apie jo politing programg prakalbo Rimantas Miknys, laikes ja pranokusia
pirmtako J. Pitsudskio politing regiono vizija dél savo demokratiSkumo ir visuotine
lygybe pagristy tarpusavio sugyvenimo principy, kuri buvo ,,paremta kar¢iomis istorijos
pamokomis®. Anot Sio istoriko, J. Giedroyco, kaip politiko, nuopelnas buvo tai, jog
»XXa. pabaigoje, atgavus Lenkijai nepriklausomybe, neatsirado ty, kurie galéjo
politingje arenoje kelti Sios valstybés rytiniy sieny revizijos klausimus®. Tas pat autorius
pristaté J.Giedroyca naujausioje Visuotingje lietuviy enciklopedijoje. Idomu yra tai, jog
enciklopedijoje neminima ULB koncepcija ir vietoj S§io akronimo vartojamas
lietuviskasis LDK pavadinimas, pabréziant J. Giedroyco rupest; dél daugiatauc¢io LDK
paveldo ir buvusiy LDK, bet ne ULB tauty Siuolaikiniy problemy. J. Giedroyco rySys su
Lietuva ir jos vieta zurnale ,,Kultura® trumpai aptarti disertacijos autorés straipsnyje.
J.Giedroycui ir Siuolaikiniams lietuviy ir lenky santykiams straipsnj yra skyres Andzejus
PukSto. Jame autorius pagristai kalba apie tai, kad iki Siol maZai Zinome apie lietuviy
kontaktus su J. Giedroycu ar Zurnalo ,,Kultura® kolektyvu, i§skyrus rySius su lietuviy
poetu Tomu Venclova ir keliais kitais emigracijos autoriais, kuriy straipsniai buvo
publikuojami ,,Kultura®, atkreipia démesj | redaktoriaus susiriipinimg tautiniy mazumy
problemomis, retoriSkai klausdamas, ar J. Giedroyco uzduotos pamokos yra atliktos.
Galiausiai Algis Povilas Kasperavi¢ius T. Snyderio knygos recenzijoje aptardamas
skyriy, skirta J. Giedroycui, suabejoja pastarojo poveikio pervertinimu Lenkijos
inteligentijai, teigdamas, kad nors jo ménrascius ir skaité opozicija, bet Lenkijos Rytinés
sienos buvo ne Zurnalo ,,Kultura®“ ir J. Giedroyco nuopelnas, tadiau ,,reali politika® ir
nebepakeic¢iamas faktas, su kuriuo ,,paprasciausiai teko susitaikyti“. Tuo tarpu Alfredas
Bumblauskas antrindamas T. Snyderiui yra linkes J. Giedroyco ir ,,Kultura® autorius
laikyti ,,nacijy rekonstravimo® proceso ,,paradigminiu fenomenu“, o ULB koncepcija
»kova uz Ukraing ir Baltarusija, o ne prie§ Rusijg*.

Be moksliniy straipsniy, galima paminéti ir publicistinio-populiarinamojo
pobidzio Editos Degutienés straipsnius lietuviskoje spaudoje. Si autoré taip pat yra
skyrusi J. Giedroycui démesj savo knygoje ,,Lenkijoje apie Lietuva. Santarvés link*.

Tikétina, kad J. Giedroyco minties tyrimy fragmentiSkumg Lietuvoje lémé
netolima praeitis, daznai laitkoma tabu istorikams, nepretenduojantiems ] politinés
minties tyrimus, J. Giedroyco atstovavimas lenkams ir Lenkijos emigracijai, nutolusi
instituto vieta, galy gale, galbiit jam gyvam esant nebuvo taip paprasta apie jj rasyti ir
analizuoti jo (ne)nuveiktus darbus ar (ne)jgyvendintas koncepcijas.

Dristume teigti, kad nepaisant lietuviy moksliniy tyrimy stokos J. Giedroycas
salia Cz. Miloszo Lietuvos viesojoje erdvéje vertintinas kaip populiariausias XX a. lenky
politikas ir intelektualas, kurio intelektinis jdirbis 1étai atrandamas i§ artimos ir kartu
tolimos lietuviskosios perspektyvos, tai patvirtina ir §io darbo tema.

Tyrimo 3altiniai. Siandien regis niekas neabejoja, kad vaizdiniai yra intelektinis
praeities ir tikrovés jprasminimo rezultatas, kurj sukuria Zzmongs, veikiami savo praeities
iSgyvenimy ir savo asmeninés istorijos. Siame darbe pasirinkus analizuoti J. Pitsudskio,
broliy Mackiewicziy ir J. Giedroyco geopolitines koncepcijas — iSlikes jy raSytinis
palikimas tapo pagrindu naratyvo ir vaidmens teorijos tyrimo prieigai pritaikyti.
Pastebéta, kad visy jy geopolitiné mintis savo subjektyvyji pavidalg jgavo politin¢je
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publicistikoje ir apsakymuose, o materialyji — spaudoje ir atskiruose jy kiirybos
kiiriniuose. Papildomos informacijos apie intelektualus rasime atsiminimuose, laiSkuose
ir dienoras¢iuose, bet jau kity asmeny, rasiusiy apie juos, kadangi nei vienas i§ minétyjy
savo kasdienybés uzraSy néra palikes.

Pati politiné publicistika, kaip viena 1§ literatiiros rusiy, kuria stengiamasi kuo
stipriau paveikti vie$gja nuomong, remiasi tam tikra fakty pateikimo logika, todél tokio
pobiidzio tekstai visada iSsiskiria savo analize, vertinimu, mint] pagrindzia Kkitos
literatiiros arba net istoriografijos i§vadomis. Dél Sios politinés publicistikos specifikos
tokio pobtuidzio tekstai tampa skirtingy faktografiniy argumenty visuma ir jvairiy mokslo
krypCiy doméjimosi objektu, tai suteikia pristatomai temai platy konteksta, leidZia
detaliau jsigilinti j publicistinio darbo autoriaus atstovaujamas pozicijas. Ir nors spauda,
atsiminimai ir dienoraSciai atspindi subjektyvy poziiirj, vis delto pladiai nuSviecia ir
konkretaus laikotarpio atmosferg, kuri yra reikSminga asmeninio ir kolektyvinio
naratyvo, geopolitinés tapatybés konstravimo, taip pat ir atminties vaizdiniy
rekonstravimo tyrimo laukas.

Apie kiekvieng, kurio koncepcijas Siame darbe nagrinésime, priraSyta yra daug,
bet ne visi 1§ jy paliko turtingg savo minciy raSytinj plikimg. Taip Siuo atveju nutiko su
J.Pitsudskiu, todél vienas i§ pagrindiniy Saltiniy jo geopolitinei koncepcijai apibiidinti
yra jo uzrasai. Papildomos informacijos jo asmenybei ir jo koncepcijai suprasti semtasi i§
artimiausiy bendrazygiy politiky Leono Wasilewskio, Wtadystawo Baranowskio
atsiminimy, Kazimierzo Switalskio ir Mykolo Roémerio dienoraséiy. Faktams ar
neaiSkumams i$siaiSkinti naudotasi J. Pitsudskio biografy Wtodzimierzo Sulejos ir ypac
Andrzejaus Garlicko darbais, kurie yra labai vertingi faktografiniu poziiiriu. Pasinaudota
darbe straipsniais i§ vieno reprezentatyviausio ,,pilsudskininky®“ ménraséio ,,Droga“
(1922-1939), kurio dalis numeriy yra pricinama Lenkijos skaitmeninéje Chetmo
bibliotekoje.

J. Pilsudskio veiklos visuomenéje vertinimui, Vilnijos federalistinei minciai ir
LDK vaizdiniui atskleisti pasitelktos Vilniaus laikras¢io ,,Gazeta Krajowa* redaktoriaus
(1922-1928) bei politiko Kazimierzo Okulicziaus ir eseisto Czestawo Miloszo jzvalgos
ir atsiminimai.

Analizuojant Vilnijos federalisting mintj daZniausiai naudotasi spauda, kurioje
gausu broliy Mackiewicziy straipsniy ir jy asmeninés kirybos teksty. Daugiausia
susipazinta su dviem pagrindiniais Stanistawo Mackiewicziaus redaguotais laikrasciais:
»Stowo®, kuris 1922—-1939 metais leistas Vilniuje ir Siuo metu jo visi numeriai yra
prieinami Vilniaus Moksly Akademijos Vrublevskiy bibliotekoje, ir Londone 1946—1950
metais ¢jusiu ménraséiu ,,Lwow 1 Wilno*, su kuriy numeriais galima susipazinti
VarSuvos universiteto elektroninés bibliotekos fonduose. Minétame dienraStyje ,,Stowo*
taip pat buvo spausdinami Adolfo M. Bochenskio ir J6zefo Mackiewicziaus straipsniai.
Pastarojo jzvalgy taip pat rasime Vilniuje jo paties redaguotame laikrastyje ,,Gazeta
Codzienna“ (1939-1940). Didzioji dalis Sio laikrasc¢io J. Mackiewicziaus teksty Siandien
yra prieinama jo veikaly elektroninéje skaitykloje (www.pogon.lt). Tiesa, ieSkant
papildomy teksty praverté¢ J. Mackiewicziaus ir Barbaros Toporskos knygoje ,,Droga
Pani“ nuo 1945 m. paskelbta jy bibliografija. Vertingas darbui taip pat buvo anks¢iau
nepublikuotas ir Zbigniewo S. Siemaszko 2009 m. paskelbtas jo susirasingjimas su
J.Mackiewicziumi emigracijoje.

A. M. Bochenskio idéjoms suprasti naudotasi Rafalo Habielskio ir Jerzy
Jeruzelskio parengtos publicistikos i$ ,,Bunt Mtodych® ir ,,Polityka‘ rinkiniu.

39



Pagrindiniais S$altiniais J. Giedroyco sitilomoms geopolitinéms koncepcijoms
atskleisti tapo zurnaly ,,Kultura® (1947-2000) ir ,,Zeszyty Historyczne® (1969—2010)
numeriai. Tenka apgailestauti, kad nei viena Vilniaus biblioteka néra sukaupusi visy Siy
zurnaly numeriy. Tematinei paieSkai zurnaluose praverté iki 1996 mety parengta jy
bibliografija.

Vienas i$ autentiSkiausiy Saltiniy J. Giedroycui pazinti buvo jo autobiografija ir
jo duoti interviu. Nors J. Giedroycas vieSai retai reik§davo savo nuomong, o jo
pasisakymai Zurnale ,,Kultura“ daznesni tik po 1989 mety, vis délto jis paliko milZiniska
korespondencija, atskleidusia jo epistolinj talents. Siame kontekste verta paminéti tai,
kad apie lietuviy ir lenky emigracijos rySius vis dar pritrikstama Ziniy, tai suponuoja
mintj, kad jy net nebtita. MaZzai zinoma apie rySius su J. Giedroycu. Tik i$ ,,Kulturoje*
skelbty lietuviy literatiiros vertimy suzinome, kad tokiy bita, bet nezinome, ar jy biita
daugiau. Disertacijos autorei yra Zinoma 1§ susiraSinéjimo su buvusiu Literatiiros
instituto direktoriumi Jaceku Krawczyku, kad J. Giedroycas palaiké kontaktus su lietuviy
emigrantais nuo pat 1947 m., o po 1989 mety palaiké rySius ir su Lietuvos bei Lietuvos
lenky politikais (ka fragmentiskai zinome i§ jy interviu , Kulturai®). Sio 3altinio
duomenimis, Literatiros institute taip pat gausu J. Giedroyco ir jo artimiausiy
bendradarbiy jvairiomis temomis sukaupty iSkarpy i§ lietuviSskosios emigracijos spaudos
nuo 1947 iki 2000 mety. Tenka viltis, kad artimiausioje ateityje J. Giedroyco epistolinis
palikimas bus papildytas susiraSin¢jimu su emigravusiais lietuviais ir lietuviais,
gyvenanciais Lietuvoje, atsiras daugiau galimybiy pagilinti Zinias apie ULB bei lietuviy
ir lenky santykius XX a. antrojoje puséje.

Tyrimo naujumas. Atramingé disertacijos idéja, kurig pasirenkama nagrinéti, yra
ne tauta, bet istoriné ir geopolitine LDK erdvé — istorinés valstybés atminties tradicija ir
jos sklaida lenky XX a. geopolitin¢je mintyje. Tokio pobtidZzio matymo kampas leidzia
pazvelgti 1 istorin] regiong i$ dviejy kokybiskai skirtingy dimensijy — XX a. lenky
politiky ir publicisty pozicijy dél LDK Siuolaikingje lenky geopolitikoje ir lietuvisSkosios
tyrimo perspektyvos. Be to, dar zvelgiant Lietuvos lenkés akimis. Tai — viena i§
galimybiy pazvelgti | pazjstamus dalykus per atstumg ir be konformizmo.

Istoriografiniame tyrime taikant lyginamgjj metoda ir derinant naratyvo ir
socialiniy moksly vaidmeny teorija, rekonstruojamas lenky savosios valstybés
geopolitinés tapatybés suvokimas, kuris leidzia pagrjsti jy santykius su Kitais
geopolitikos subjektais, nacionaliniy (geo)strategijy, skirty saugumui ir santykiams su
kaimynais uztikrinti, turinj, taip pat nustatyti priemones jam jtvirtinti. Valstybés
geopolitiné tapatybé yra kintantis dalykas, kuris veikiamas skirtingy ir kartais net
priesStaringy koncepcijy ir politiniy jvykiy nuolat revizuojamas tiek valstybés vidiniy,
tiek tarptautiniy iSoriniy subjekty. Tai atitinkamai gali paskatinti svarstymus d¢l
geopolitinés tapatybés iSsaugojimo ir jgyvendinimo galimybiy, kurios gali lemti
geopolitiniy koncepcijy turinio poky¢ius. Sis scenarijus i§ dalies turéjo jtakos ir netgi
lémé lenky geopolitines koncepcijas ir jy valstybés geopolitinés tapatybés pokycius, tai
atitinkamai paveiké LDK erdvés ir jos reikSmés suvokima numatant jy naujai
konstruojamg geopoliting perspektyva. Taciau lemiamos jtakos LDK vaizdiniui galéjo
turéti ankstyvosios moderniosios ir moderniosios valstybés tradicijos antagonizmas,
kuris 1éme, kad lenky geopolitinéje mintyje LDK vaizdinys prarado politinj aktualuma, o
Jjo vietoje atsirado modernioji ULB.
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Taigi, atsizvelgiant ] tarpdisciplininj disertacijos pobiidj, ji turéty sudominti ne
tik tuos, kurie domisi LDK vaizdinio ir jo implikacijy tauty atmintyje rekonstravimu, bet
ir tuos, kuriems riipi Sios istorinés erdves geopolitinis aktualizavimas. Manytina, kad
tokie svarstymai yra naudingi siekiant suprasti istorinés erdvés jtaka atskiry asmenybiy,
tauty ir valstybiy geopolitinei vaizduotei ir su tuo susijusiai praktikai, kurios
apibiidinimas galéty prisidéti aiSkinant ATR tauty ir jy sukurty valstybiy buvusius ir
Siuolaikinius santykius, taip pat svarstyti visy jy (ne)integralumg Vidurio ir Ryty
Europoje.

Disertacijos struktiira, chronologinés ribos ir rezultatai. Disertacija sudaro
jvadas, trys skyriai, i§vados, literatiiros ir Saltiniy sarasas. Atsizvelgiant ] tai, kad lenky
XX a. geopolitinés minties tyrimuose LDK vaizdinys i§ esmés nenagrinétas ir
neatskleistas, néra aiSku, kaip ir kodel po J. Pitsudskio 1919 m. balandzio 22 d.
kreipimosi ,,J] buvusios LDK gyventojus® Sis vaizdinys tapo J. Giedroyco ULB
koncepcija, kuria XX a. pabaigoje vadovavosi ,,Solidarumo® lyderiai. Todé¢l, iSkeliant
problema, ir disertacijos struktiiroje pirmosios koncepcijos atskaitos taSku laikomas
minétas J. Pilsudskio kreipimasis. Tuo tarpu apibudinti disertacijos temos tikslias
chronologijos ribas, ypa¢ jy pabaigg, trukdo tai, kad J. Giedroyco koncepcija buvo
plétojama XX a. antrojoje puséje ir de¢l to sudétinga nuspresti, ar ji yra visiSkai
jgyvendinta, ir yra svarstytinos kelios Sios koncepcijos baigiamosios datos. Pirma — tai
1989-1991 m. laikotarpis, ULB valstybéms atktirus nepriklausomybe, antra — 1997 m.,
kai lietuviy ir lenky intelektualai pasiras¢ Vygriy deklaracija, kurioje nutarta, kad abiejy
tauty konfliktas deél Vilniaus yra praeitis ir jg reikia palikti nagrinéti istorikams ir
nepolitizuoti, tre¢ia — 2000 m., kai de¢l J. Giedroyco mirties nutriko tiesioginés
subjektyvios koncepcijos ir jo kiiréjo sgsajos.

Pirmame skyriuje aptariamas lenky XX a. federalistiniy koncepcijy kontekstas
nuo Jogailai¢iy 1idéjos susiformavimo ir jos geopolitiniy sgsajy tarpukario
istoriografijoje, atskleidziant J. Pilsudskio federalisting koncepcija ir jos jgyvendinimo
praktinius trukdzius, apzvelgiant Sio laikotarpio amzininky ir lenky istoriografijos
vertinimus iki lenky remiamo prometé¢jizmo judéjimo, skirto palaikyti Rusijos valdomy
tauty nacionalinius siekius. Nustatyta, kad J. Pitsudskio LDK vaizdinys buvo sudarytas
i$ ganétinai sunkiai tuometei visuomenei suprantamy elementy, tokiy kaip: teritorija,
valstybé, pilie€iai, kuriy tapatybé buvo komplikuota, bendra su Lenkija valstybingumo
tradicija. IS to iSplauke, kad XX a. pradZios federalizmo Salininkai laik¢é LDK Lenkijos
kult@irinés-civilizacinés erdvés dalimi, todél natliraliai mané esant busima Lenkijos
valstybés sajungininke ir atrama. Naujausios lenky istoriografijos pagrista, kad
J.Pitsudskio federalistiné koncepcija buvo jo platesnés geopolitinés koncepcijos, turint
tiksla kuo toliau j Rytus nustumti Rusija, dalis, siekiant uztikrinti Lenkijai nauja
geopoliting galia Ryty Europoje. D¢l monoetniskai nusiteikusios Lenkijos visuomenés,
1921 m. pasiraSytos Rygos sutarties ir J. Pitsudskio pasitraukimo i§ aktyvios politikos
federalistiniai planai nejgyvendinti. 1926 m. po perversmo grizes 1 valdzig ir sudargs
vadinamaja sanacijos Vyriausybe, J. Pitsudskis aktyviai rémeé promet¢jistin} judéjima,
kurj palaiké ir vykdé jo bendraminciai politikai Leonas Wasilewskis ir Tadeuszas
Hotowko. Vilniuje tam buvo jsteigtas institutas — ,,Instytut Naukowo-Badawczy Europy
Wschodniej“. Palaikydamas prometéjizma, J. Pitsudskis deklaravo, kad suvoké etninio
elemento geopolitikoje galia, nors paciam iki gyvenimo pabaigos buvo labiau priimtina
18 ATR paveldeéta bajoriSkoji etnokulttiring pilietiné savimoné, todél ne kartg save vadino

41



LHlitwinu®, tai trukdé jam pripazinti lietuviy ir Lietuvos nacionalines aspiracijas, be rySiy
su Lenkija.

Antrojoje disertacijos dalyje aptariama publicisty broliy Stanislawo ir Jozefo
Mackiewicziy veikla, siekiant kartu atskleisti komplikuota ne tik savosios tapatybés
supratimg, bet ir Vilniaus federalisting mintj, kurios konservatyviajai srovei atstovavo
S.Mackiewiczius ir jo redaguojamas ,Stowo“ laikrastis, o ,krajovciskajai
J.Mackiewiczius ir karo pradzioje lietuviy valdomame Vilniuje leistas laikrastis ,,Gazeta
Codzienna“. Abu broliai pasitrauké j Vakarus Antrojo pasaulinio karo metais. Abiem
buvo artimas LDK vaizdinys, kurj jie sieké jkomponuoti | politines to meto realijas.
S.Mackiewiczius noréjo matyti LDK, susijusig lenky ir baltarusiy, lenky ir lietuviy
federacijos rysiais, o véliau — LDK, unijos pagrindais sujungta su Lenkija. Palaikydamas
J. Pitsudskio federalisting koncepcija, jis buvo nusistatgs antibolSevikiSkai ir neréme
tarpukario ,,Kauno Lietuvos®, nes, jo manymu, pastarosios egzistavimas kélé grésme
Lenkijos saugumui. Tokig mintj palaiké ir kai kurie to meto lenky istorikai. Véliau
S.Mackiewiczius pasiilé ,,PrieSrusijos® koncepcija, kurios pagrindg turéjo sudaryti
Lenkijos rytinés zemés, gyvenamos baltarusiy, numatant joms autonomijg. Tuo tarpu
J.Mackiewiczius, suvoké LDK kaip integralia visuma, susidedancig i§ Lenkijos,
Baltarusijos ir Ukrainos, ,kurios niekam nereikéjo ir kurig visi dalimis noréjo
18draskyti. D¢l tokios padéties kaltindamas lenky puse, nes ,,galimi paveldétojai liko
sulenkinti ne tik kultiiriSkai, bet, svarbiausia, politiSkai®, publicistas svarst¢ LDK
daugiakultiriSkuma, apimantj ir Vilniaus miesto kultiirinio paveldo iSsaugojimo
»krajovCiSkumo* id¢jos ir ,,patriotizmo peizazo* konteksta, pabrézdamas, kad tarp
lenkiSkai kalbanciy Vilniaus gyventojy ir Lenkijos lenky yra vietinio elemento skirtumy.
Jis, skirtingai negu brolis, kritikavo J. Pitsudski dél komunizmo jsigalé¢jimo Europos
Rytuose, kadangi pastarasis anuomet nepalaiké baltagvardieciy, neigiamai vertino Rygos
sutart] ir atmeté galimg Soviety Sgjungos evoliucionavimo galimybe. Antikomunistinis
poziuris budingas buvo ne tik J. Mackiewicziui, bet ir lenky istorikui Oskarui Haleckiui,
kuris iSeivijoje Jogailai¢iy idéjai suteiké kokybiskai nauja formg —Vidurio ir Vidurio
Ryty Europa, pagrisdamas ja istoriniais argumentais. Taip, LDK vaizdinys federalistams
antikomunistams tapo toji riba, kuri Zymé¢jo demokratiniy Vakary tradicijas. Skyriuje
aptarus broliy Mackiewicziy pasaulézitrg ir politiniy pazitry skirtumus, atsiskleidé ne
tik komplikuotas vienos Seimos atvejis, bet ir painus Vilnijos federalistinés minties, kartu
ir federalistinés J. Pitsudskio koncepcijos tarpukariu jgyvendinimo galimybiy kontekstas.

TreCiame skyriuje, remiantis ,,Kulturos* ir ,Zeszyty Historyczne* Zurnalo
numeriy analize, nagrin¢jama Jerzy Giedroyco ir jo ULB geopolitiné¢ koncepcija, skirta
Lenkijos Ryty politikai, pagal kurig lenkai turéjo atsisakyti pretenzijy i Vilniy ir Lvova ir
palaikyti rytiniy kaimyniy nacionalines aspiracijas. J. Giedroyco geopolitinés minties
genezés ieSkota tarpukario jo redaguojamy Zurnaly politingje linijoje aptariant
aktyviausio jy publicisto Adolfo Marios Bochenskio geopoliting mintj. Nustatyta, kad J.
Giedroycas, nors ir Kildino save i§ federalistinés tarpukario lenky minties, tiesioginiu jos
sekéju netapo, nes jau tarpukariu ja kritikavo, bet permastes jos praktinius trikumus ir
atsizvelgdamas ] naujas pokario realijas atsisaké Lenkijos dominantés geopolitinio
vaidmens ATR rytinése teritorijose, remdamasis lygiavertés partnerystés
bendradarbiavimo pagrindais regione ir tauty aspiracijomis dél nepriklausomos
valstybingumo teisés jame. Tod¢l Zurnaluose, o ypac ,,Kulturoje*, atsispindéjo sovietinés
Lietuvos realijos ir vélesni sunkumai atkiirus nepriklausomybe, su kuriais susidurdavo ir
lenkai. Jo zurnaluose LDK vaizdinio beveik néra, jis atsiskleidzia tik tada, kai kalbama
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apie daugiakulttr] ir daugiatautj ATR pavelda, apie kur] dazniausiai rasé i§ tarpukario
Vilniaus ar i§ tarpukario Lenkijos rytiniy teritorijy j Vakarus pasitrauke autoriai. Jo
redaguojamose Zurnaluose LDK atsispind¢jo tik kaip bendro istorinio-kultiirinio paveldo
dalis, bet ne kaip geopolitiné aktualija, kurig galima svarstyti ar ja remtis pagrindZiant
ULB koncepcija.

ISvados:

Lenky XX a. pradzios federalistingje geopolitin¢je mintyje egzistavo LDK
naratyvinis vaizdinys, kurio pagrindu 1919 m. balandzio 22 d. buvo parengtas ir Vilniuje
i$platintas J. Pitsudskio kreipimasis ,,] buvusios LDK gyventojus“. Sis simbolinis ir kartu
praktine reikSme turintis faktas grindzia mintj, kad J. Pilsudskis vadovavosi i§ XVIII-
XIX a. islikusiy LDK vaizdiniu, deklaruodamas jsitikinimg, kad nors LDK praeityje
buvo ATR dalis, ji nebuvo Lenkija, nors jas abi sicjo Vakary kultiros bastiono
geopolitiné tapatybé.

Kreipimosi tekste atsispind¢jo vykstantys mentaliniai pokyc¢iai regione ir
pagrindiniai XX a. pradZios LDK vaizdinio sudétiniai elementai, tarp kuriy iSrySkintini:

a) Teritorija, kurios tikslias ribas jau tarpukariu apibrézti trukdé nuo XVIII a.
nutrikusi LDK valstybingumo tradicija.

b) Gyventojai, kuriy tapatybé formavosi veikiama prieSprieSinamos paveldétos
ATR bajoriskosios pilietinés arba etnokultiirinés ir nacionalistinés arba etnopolitinés
savimones, tod¢l buvo sitiloma surengti laisvus rinkimus, turéjusius nuspresti jy likimus.

c) Bendra su Lenkija valstybingumo tradicija, kurig vieni atsiminé kaip LDK
inkorporacija, kiti — kaip skirtingo pobtidzio federalizma.

d) Daugianacionaliné kultira, todél jvedamas civilinis, o ne karinis, valdymas ir
tam pasitelkiami vietiniai gyventojai.

Visi i8vardyti LDK vaizdinio elementai kaip ir iki galo paties J. Pitsudskio
nickada neapibréztas federalistinio modelio projektas daré jtaka tarpukario federalistinio
diskurso turinio nevienareikSmisSkai interpretacijai. Manytina, kad Siuo kreipimusi siekta
padéti visuomenei susitapatinti su pamingétais elementais ir imantis iSvardyty veiksmy
integruoti juos ] visumg, kurios pagrindu tur¢jo iSlikti LDK vaizdinys ir pasireiksti
federalizmas. Taciau, atsizvelgiant j tai, kad nei vienas elementas nebuvo iki galo aiskiai
apibiidintas, o veiksmai nebuvo sékmingi, todél visuomenés daugumai LDK vaizdinys
liko nesuprantamas, tai smarkiai komplikavo ir federalizmo praktika.

Tuo pat metu unitarinés ir federalistinés istoriografijos stovykly polemikoje
susiformavo ,,Jogailai¢iy id¢jos* samprata, kurioje iSrySkéjo ir buvo grindziama LDK,
kaip politinés kategorijos Lenkijos istorijoje, svarba. Si idéja turéjo tiesioginj salytj su
XX a. pirmosios pusés lenky federalistine geopolitikos srove, nes ja grindé¢ ir skleide
istorikai, kurie vienaip ar kitaip aktyviai prisidéjo prie tarpukario Lenkijos politikos
formavimo. Tarp jy paminétini: Oskaras Haleckis; Witoldas Kamienieckis, Wtadystawas
Wielhorskis, Leonas Wasilewskis. Visy jy darbuose ir politinéje veikloje atsispindéjo
parama J. Pilsudskio federalistinés Lenkijos vizijai ir buvo akcentuojama, kad ATR
praeityje buvo sudaryta dviejy valstybiy pagal savanoriskumo principg, kurio pagrindu
federacijoje suvienytos jy teritorijos ilgg laikg iSlaiké impering galig Europoje.

Manytina, kad d¢l to, jog tarpukariu federalizmui prijauciantis i§ ATR tradicijy
kilgs elitas ir istoriografijoje iSlikes LDK vaizdinys sutrukdé Lenkijai pasikésinti }
»Kauno Lietuvos®“ nepriklausomybg, nors net federalizmo Salininkai, kaip
S.Mackiewiczius, ragino uzimti Lietuva ir jéga sukurti federacing sgjunga. Atsizvelgiant
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i § konteksta, L. Zeligowskio Zygis j Vilniy federalisty vertintinas kaip vienas i3
radikaliausiy bandymy susitarti su Lietuva dél kantoninio projekto, bet ne priclaida
Lietuvos okupacijai, nes tai bty galutinai palaidoj¢ galimybe sukurti federacijg ir
Jogailaiciy id¢€jos tradicija.

J. Pitsudskio federalistinés vizijos igyvendinimg pakirto i§ pradziy Vilniuje —
sukurta Vidurio Lietuva, Kijeve — i§ Symono Petliuros iSsideréta ir prijungta prie
Lenkijos Ryty Galicija, galiausiai — pasiraSyta Rygos taikos sutartis su bolSevikine
Rusija atsisakius Baltarusijos. Pusiaukeléje pasibaiges federalistinés vizijos
1gyvendinimas Rygoje, fiksuojant Lenkijos rytines sienas 1792 m. ribomis, lémé tai, kad
federalistinés geopolitinés koncepcijos Salininkai ir lenky kaimynai vertino tarpukario
federalizmg kaip ir Jogailaiiy idéja, po kurios véliava ji buvo platinama, kaip Lenkijos
»imperializmo Znyples* ir grésme kity tauty kulttriniam ir valstybiniam suverenumui.
Tarpukario politiné praktika ir visuomenés nuotaikos atitinkamai draské LDK vaizdinj,
kuris lenky, o ypa¢ nacionalisty, akyse tapo Lenkijos pakras¢iy vadinamyjy ,.kresy*
suvokimu, apémegs po Rygos sutarties prie Lenkijos prijungtas baltarusiy ir ukrainieciy
teritorijas, taip pat LDK sostin¢ Vilniy.

J. Pitsudskis formuluodamas savo geopoliting koncepcija, masté ne etninio, bet
valstybinio patriotizmo kategorijomis, kaip ir S. Mackiewiczius. Tac¢iau manytina, kad
J.Pilsudskis, palaikydamas prometéjistinj judéjimg, o S.Mackiewiczius, pasisakydamas
del baltarusiy autonomijos, suprato etninio elemento jéga kovojant su pagrindine
federalisty grésme — Rusija. Bet skirtingai negu A.M.Bochenskis ir J. Mackiewiczius,
nesugeb¢jo jzvelgti to, kad Lenkijos tautinés mazumos ir rytiniai jos kaimynai lenky
kultiirg ir Lenkijos paternalizmg Rytuose vertina kaip pavojy jy paciy iSlikimui.

Dél nutrukusiy diplomatiniy santykiy su tarpukario Lietuva, vis aiSkesnio Rusios
teritorijos Lenkijos geopolitikai istoriografijoje akcentavimo, tarpukario pabaigoje
Lenkijos Ryty politika pakrypo nuo LDK Siaurés ryty teritorijos j pietryCius — labiausiai j
Ukraina.

XVII a. LDK vaizdinys ir federalistinés lenky patriotizmo tradicijos buvo
beveik visiSkai sunaikintos Antrojo pasaulinio karo metais, emigravus ir iStrémus
apsiSvietusj lenkiSkai kalbant] Ukrainos, Lietuvos ir Baltarusijos elita. Nebeliko fizinés
jégos, kuria tarpukario pradzioje rémési J. Pilsudskis savo federalistinei koncepcijai
igyvendinti ir kuri buty galéjusi grazinti federalizmui ir LDK vaizdiniui ankstesnj turinj
ir politine reikSme¢. LDK vaizdinys, kaip lenky civilizacinés kultiiros tgsa ir fenomenas,
ir kaip integrali visuma, iSliko tik nedaugelio ,lenkiskosios kultliros lietuviy®, kaip
Cz.Mitoszas ar broliy Mackiewicziy, ypac Jozefo, atmintyje ir jy literatiiroje.

Antrasis pasaulinis karas smarkiai pakoregavo lenky geopolitiniy koncepcijy
formulavimo pagrindus, grazindamas | jas Vokietijos ir Rusijos distinkcijos
problematika ir svarstymus de¢l Lenkijos iSsivadavimo i§ sovietinio bloko galimybiy. O
tarpukariu apibrézta JogailaiCiy id¢ja buvo i§ esmés pakoreguota O. Haleckio | Vidurio
Ryty Europos 1idéja, kurioje iSlikes LDK vaizdinys zenklino demokratinés ir
nedemokratinés Europos ribozenklius.

J. Giedroyco Lenkijos Ryty politikos pirminés jzvalgos susiformavo tarpukariu,
jam redaguojant leidinj ,,Bunt Mtodych®, véliau pervadinto | ,,Polityka®, kritikuojant
tarpukario Lenkijos uZsienio ir vidaus politika. Zurnale buvo skleidziama idéja palaikyti
ATR tauty nepriklausomybés siekius, nes manyta, jog Sioms tautoms atkiirus
savarankiSkas valstybes Lenkijai buty uztikrintas saugumas ir pretenzijos i geopolitinés
galios santykiy Ryty Europoje nauja konfigiracija, kuria siekta susilpninti rusiskaji
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imperializma, i$spresti tautiniy mazumy problemas, Lenkijoje atsisakant teritorinio
imperializmo geopolitinés formulés.

J.Giedroyco ,,ULB“ doktrina, skirta Lenkijos Ryty politikai vykdyti su
nepriklausoma Ukraina, Lietuva ir Baltarusija, pareikalavo atsisakyti istoriniy
reminiscencijy arba ,lenkiSkyjy tarpukario ,kresy“ ir pripaZinti Vilniy ir Lvova
rytiniams jos kaimynams. Nors koncepcija ir kilo 1§ federalistinés lenky geopolitinés
minties, rémési ne tarpukario Lenkijos federalistiniu paternalizmu ir lenkiskai kalbanciy
ATR rytiniy teritorijy apsiSvietusiyjy atstovy parama, bet lygiavertés partnerystés
principais ir dialogu su sovietininiy ULB valstybiy opoziciniu etniniu elitu. Taip lenky
geopolitinéje mintyje atsirado vietos savarankiskoms ir etninéms UKrainai, Lietuvai ir
Baltarusijai.

J.Giedroycas, kurdamas savo koncepcijg, atsisaké federalizmo ir JogailaiCiy
idéjos formuluociy, kurios ULB tautoms asocijavosi su jy elito asimiliacija ir nesukurtu
arba prarastu valstybingumu. Zurnaly , Kultura® ir ,,Zeszyty Historyczne® straipsniy
analiz¢ atskleidé, kad nebeliko jy geopolitinéje mintyje ir LDK, kaip politinés
kategorijos, kuri prarado jiems savo ankstesnj geopolitinj aktualuma.

Pripazings nacionaliniy valstybiy perspektyva griuvus komunizmui ir
laikydamas ja pagrindu ULB koncepcijai, J.Giedroycas atvirai pasisaké prie$
nacionalizmg regiono vidaus politikoje, nes akcentavo ULB erdvés daugiakultiiriSkuma
ir tiesiogiai su juo susijusi ATR (Abiejy Tauty Respublikos) ir LDK paveldo aktualuma,
kuris vienintelis 1§ tarpukario LDK vaizdinio elementy yra islikes fiziSkai.

LDK vaizdinio transformacija j ULB, leido jzvelgti ir suprasti ne tik lietuviskas
realijas komunistiniu ir pokomunistiniu laikotarpiu, bet ir atsisakyti geopolitikos
formulavimo remiantis istorinémis kategorijomis ir istorija. XX a. federalistinés minties
poky¢iai nulémé Lenkijos kaip tilto tarp Vakary ir Ryty geopoliting tapatybe, kuri, viena
vertus, tapo pagrindu kurti ULB koncepcija, kita vertus, siektinu tikslu, norint palaikyti
gerus santykius ir su Vakarais, ir su Rytais, bet ne Lenkijos rytiniy kaimyniy saskaita.

J. Pitsudskis ir J. Giedroycas, zymiis XX a. lenky politikai, suprato, kad Lenkijos
geopolitiné galia ir jos saugumas slypi Ryty Europoje: pirmajam — LDK, antrajam —
ULB, ir priklauso nuo se¢kmingos Ryty politikos. Jiems abiem buvo budingas politinis
realizmas, abu pirmiausia sieké stiprios Lenkijos ir galios santykiy Ryty Europoje
pokyc¢iy, bet tik J. Giedroyco ULB koncepcija pralenké patyrimg, tur¢jo realias, 0 ne
jsivaizduojamas ribas, rémeési aiSkiais partneriais ir suprantamais partnerystés principais.

Manytina, kad J. Giedroyco ULB koncepcija néra tipiskas federalistinés minties
kiirinys, nes ja plétodamas ir atsiribodamas nuo Lenkijos paternalizmo Ryty politikoje ir
LDK politinio aktualumo, jis permasté ne tik federalizma, bet ir nacionalizma, kadangi
atsisaké ,kresy” inkorporaciniy likes¢iy. Todél laikytina, kad J. Giedroyco ULB
koncepcija yra kokybiskai nauja lenky geopolitinés minties kryptis.
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