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The end of the First World War changed the map of Europe fundamentally. The
relations with the winners of the First World War, with France and Great Britain, in
particular, strongly influenced security, political and economic prospects of the new
states. At the same time they could not ignore the smaller states. Such dependence on the
Paris Peace Conference of 1919 had an effect on the politics of the Republic of Lithuania
right until its annexation in 1940.

The security conception developed by the first Prime Minister and the Minister
of Foreign Affairs of Lithuania Augustinas Voldemaras, according to which tension
between the sides of the triangle Poland — Germany — the USSR was considered to be a
guarantee of independent polity was followed by the majority of Lithuania’s politicians.
Nonetheless, recognition and support of the large states, especially that of Great Britain
and France, which were the winners of the First World War, were the precondition for
Lithuania’s survival, preservation of its territorial integrity and joining the community of
the full-fledged countries. It is true, during the entire inter-war period the political
relations between Lithuania and France were never close or very good. The obvious
difference in the size, international political weight and role, a different political
development, belonging to different geopolitical regions, the geographic distance sooner
separated than brought the two countries closer.

Nevertheless, architects of Lithuania’s foreign policy sought to achieve that
France should recognise Lithuania, support its admission to international organisations.
It was important for the heads of Lithuania to achieve that Lithuania should enter into
international treaties and agreements between the large states, which could protect
Lithuania against aggression from Poland and Germany. They did their utmost to prevent
France from evading the responsibility for political security of that Baltic State. For this
reason Lithuanian politicians held consultations on complicated political issues with the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of France. France could not ignore Lithuania on account of
the latter’s geopolitical position — proximity to the USSR, neighbourhood with Germany
and Poland. Problems of Vilnius and Klaipéda encouraged the French politicians and
diplomats to follow the political pulse of Kaunas without limiting themselves to formal
contacts with this Baltic State in case of a threat of possible international conflicts.

The subject of this thesis is a change in the political and diplomatic relations



between Lithuania and France between 1919 and 1940. Its analysis helps us to
understand the complexity of the relations between the small and large states of Europe
seeking to coordinate different visions of security and political coexistence of the
Continent.

The aim of work: To analyse the dynamics of political and diplomatic relations
between Lithuania and France between 1919 and 1940 by bringing out the reasons and
the impact on the political life of the two states.

Research hypothesis: Bilateral political and diplomatic relations between
Lithuania and France between 1919 and 1940 were not close because both states did not
have any weighty arguments for strengthening them.

Tasks of work: 1. To investigate the preconditions for and obstacles to
establishing diplomatic relations between Lithuania and France between 1919 and 1922.

2. To investigate causes of changes in the intensity of the political and
diplomatic relations between Lithuania and France, to substantiate the singularity of their
different stages.

3. To substantiate the impact of the change in the relations with Poland on the
intensity of the bilateral political relations between Lithuania and France. To investigate
the influence of Lithuania’s political cooperation with the USSR, Germany, Great Britain
and the Baltic States on the relations with France between 1919 and 1940.

4. To assess the role of France in assuring Lithuania’s international security and
territorial integrity during the period under investigation.

5. To reveal the preconditions, circumstances and efficiency of political pressure
of the Government of France on Lithuania and its support to it. To investigate the
methods used by the Government of Lithuania to mitigate France’s political pressure
exerted on it.

6. To analyse the impact of Vilnis and Klaipéda problems on the political and
diplomatic relations between Lithuania and France.

7. To assess the impact of diplomats and foreign policy makers of Lithuania and
France on building up the bilateral relations.

8. To investigate the reaction of the Government of France to the occupation and

annexation of Lithuania.



Statements to be defended: 1. The main factor strengthening the political
relations between Lithuania and France and at the same time the major obstacle to their
development were security interests of the both states. .

2. France unwillingly supported the consolidation of Lithuania’s statehood, first
of all planning the annexation of its territory to non-Soviet Russia intended to be re-
established, and in 1921 relating it to Poland by federal relations. Nonetheless, in 1922,
France supported the recognition of the statehood of Lithuania more actively than did
Great Britain.

3. Relations between Lithuania and France were relations between the small and
large state in which France most often played the role of an intermediary between
Lithuania and its neighbours. France treated Lithuania’s discord with Poland in 1919-
1923 and Germany in 1932—1935 as the precondition for a new bilateral conflict, which
could pose a threat of a war. Refluxes of this threat encouraged France to take a passive
position with respect to the political relations with Lithuania.

4. France perceived Lithuania as the object of the eventual sphere of interest of
Poland, Germany or the USSR, and in the 20s of the 20th century sought to strengthen
Poland’s influence on this Baltic State. Even exerting pressure on Poland, France, first
and foremost, looked for solutions, which would stabilise and strengthen the ally paying
little attention to Lithuania’s interests.

5. It was important for the Government of France to weaken relations between
Lithuania and Germany. Paris approved of Lithuania’s intentions to govern Klaipéda
region on the basis of the autonomous status; however, it tried to relate handing over this
region to the French politics to the solution of the issue of the relations between
Lithuania and Poland. Handing over of Klaipéda region to Lithuania after the uprising
did not do any harm to the relations with France, which in 1932—-1935 used the status of
a signatory of the Convention of this territory as a sanction against the relations between
Germany and Lithuania.

6. Lithuania’s political relations with the USSR between 1920 and 1924 had a
negative impact on the relations with France but this was not the chief obstacle to their
development. On the other hand, the fact that France established diplomatic relations

with the USSR in 1924, and its cooperation with Germany that began in 1925,



encouraged that Entente state to weaken its political contacts with Lithuania.

7. In 1921-1925, France encouraged the creation of the Baltic Union to which
Poland would also belonged. Poland’s participation eliminated Lithuania from the
process of the formation of this organisation. Political relations of France with Latvia
and Estonia were more passive but much less complicated than those with Lithuania.

8. Lithuania’s political relations with France were complicated between 1919
and 1929. The Lithuanian politicians avoided provoking the situation, which would lead
to breaking the bilateral relations with this large state. On the other hand, following, first
and foremost, the interests of their own state, they often resisted to the pressure exerted
by France. Among the members of the Government of Lithuania, the influential officials
at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, there were few supporters of the political relations
with France.

9. Even after the atmosphere of the bilateral relations improved in the 30s of the
20th century, in 1934—1936 Lithuania did not seek to and was unable to strengthen
relations with France. A lack of political support of the large Entente States during the
period between 1934 and 1940 determined the inevitability of Lithuania’s confrontation
with Germany and the USSR.

10. Correct relations of Lithuania’s diplomats with the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of France and the relations of the French with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Lithuania mitigated the tension in bilateral relations during the period between 1920 and
1923.

Chronological boundaries. The period between 1919 and 1940, when political
and diplomatic relations between Lithuania and France were maintained, was chosen as
the subject of investigation. The first date is related to the beginning of work of the
Lithuanian delegation at the Paris Peace Conference in February 1919 and the arrival of
the French military mission in Kaunas in March of the same year. Closing down of the
Embassy of France in Lithuania on 5 September 1919, ten days after the building of the
Embassy of Lithuania had been handed over to the Embassy of the USSR is considered
to be the second chronological boundary. However, the fundamental principles of the
Government of France concerning the perspectives of the statehood of Lithuania were

formed as far back as 1918. Due to their significance to the bilateral relations that were



built up shortly after that, we shall analyse them in a separate subchapter of the text.

Research methods. Different quality analysis methods were used for the
investigation. The main of them — the problem analysis method — most often was made
use of in preparing studies of political history. In analysing the historical sources and
scientific publications it was sought to present a consistent interpretation of the relations
between Lithuania and France between 1919 and 1940. When applying this method
some insights presented in the earlier studies carried out on the same theme were
debated.

The material that has been investigated contains many new details the
introduction of which into Lithuanian scientific turnover helps us better understand the
nature of political cooperation between Lithuania and France, makes the available
information about the foreign policy of Lithuania more exact and enriches it. The
synthetic research method was employed for this reason. The comparative research
method was made use of seeking to bring out differences in the political position of
Lithuania with respect to France and Great Britain, the USSR or Germany, and at the
same time that of France with respect to Lithuania and Poland or to Lithuania and other
two Baltic States. Other methods were applied episodically when investigating
somewhat narrower issues.

Novelty and relevance. It is due to the international role of France that it was
important to investigate into the political relations of Lithuania with this large state.
France had a great impact on the formation of the new map of Europe, it was a full
members of the Council of the League of Nations and often directly intermediated in
solving problems of international policy. With Germany becoming ever stronger, in the
30s of the 20th century, the international political weight of France was on the decrease.
Nevertheless, even at that time Lithuania found the attempts of this Entente State to rally
the Central Eastern European States into multilateral security treaties quite important.
France’s position had an impact on Lithuania’s solutions when in 1938-1940 it was
presented with the ultimatums of Poland, Germany and the USSR.

The investigation into the political and diplomatic relations between Lithuania
and France between 1919 and 1940 did not encourage us to question essential

conclusions of Lithuanian and French historiography about the attitude of France



towards Lithuania between 1919 and 1940. On the other hand, the information about the
attitude of the French Government towards Lithuania’s independence, its influence on
the foreign policy of this Baltic State and causes of the hange in the bilateral relations
presented in historiography is made more exact and supplemented.

The thesis analyses the role of the French politicians and diplomats in the issues
that were of importance to Lithuania in the Commissions on the Polish and Baltic Affairs
at the Paris Peace Conference that has not been studied in more detail by the historians.
The political position of France as a signatory of Klaipéda Convention between 1925 and
1939, which has been studied in French historiography only fragmentary thus far
embracing merely the period between 1925 and 1932, is investigated. The French
historian Julien Gueslin who studied the process of creating the Baltic Union in 1921—
1925 more thoroughly interpreted it through the prism of the France’s relations with
Latvia and Estonia. The attitude of the French Government to Lithuania’s attempts to
form a tripartite union with other two Baltic States is revealed in the thesis. The position
of the Government of Lithuania on the negotiations with the USSR held in 1926
presented to the French diplomats by the Government of Lithuania is studied in depth.
The reaction of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of France to signing the Non-aggression
Pact between Lithuania and USSR is reasoned.

The analysis of historical sources helped us reveal some details of the impact of
France on the development of the conflict between Lithuania and Poland, which have not
been publicised in historical works yet. The influence of the General Military
Headquarters of France on organising the mutiny of Lucjan Zeligowski and the impact of
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of France on the projects of the Polish and Lithuanian
Federation in 1921, are defined. The thesis reveals the contents of the draft treaties
between Lithuania and Poland considered in the summer of 1927 with France
intermediating. The information about presenting Lithuania’s position on the change in
the negotiations to the French diplomats in September 1927 is made more exact.

Some part of the aspects of the relations between Lithuania and French in the
20s of the 20th century investigated by foreign historians is not well-known in
Lithuanian historiography. They are studied in the thesis with the help of the analysis of

the Lithuanian sources, as well as those that were not used in the earlier investigations
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when interpreting different scientific publications. Intentions of France to relate
Lithuania to non-Soviet Russia that was intended to be re-established rather than to
Poland in 1919-1920 have been studied in Lithuanian historiography only fragmentarily.

Profound influence of the Government of France on the preparation of the so-
called first Hymans project in 1921 is highlighted out in the thesis. Besides, the analysis
of historical sources helped us reveal a sceptical attitude of France that was not
sufficiently accentuated and reasoned in French historiography towards the second
Hymans project presented in the autumn of the same year. The impact of the dynamics of
the political relations between France and Poland in 1919-1940 on the attitude of the
French politicians towards Lithuania is reflected. Accurate information about appointing
Prefect Gabriel Petisné a highest-ranking official in Klaipéda region seeking to grant the
status of a free state to the territory is presented.

Relations between Lithuania and France between 1933 and 1940 have hardly
been studied in depth in foreign historiography thus far. Lithuanian historiographers have
not studied them in detail either. The impact of France when it acted as an intermediary
between Lithuania and Germany in regulating the violations of the Statute of Klaipéda
region in 1932-1935, is analysed in the thesis. The position of France on drawing
Lithuania into the Eastern Pact in 1934 and the Tripartite Mutual Assistance Treaty of
1939 are reasoned in the work. The reaction of France to the 1938 ultimatum issued by
Poland to Lithuania and handing Vilnius region over to this Baltic State are defined. The
attitude of France towards the forced separation of Klaipéda region from Lithuania, and
later, towards the occupation and annexation of this Baltic State, is investigated.

Sources. The political and diplomatic relations between Lithuania and France
between 1919 and 1940 are reflected more accurately in the documents of the Foreign
Ministries of both countries. The following documents stored in the Centre for
Diplomatic Archives of the Ministry of Foreign and European Affairs of France were
made a wide use of in the investigation: documents of the stocks of Lithuania, Klaipéda,
the USSR (Political and Commercial Correspondence. Europe, 1918—1940. Lithuania /
Memel / URSS), the League of Nations. French Service, Russia (War 1914-1918.
Russia), War 1939-1945, Vichy. Documents of the Government of Lithuania, the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Embassy in London stored in the stocks of the
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Lithuanian Central State Archives were studied in the thesis. Collections of political and
diplomatic documents published in Lithuania, France, partly in Great Britain and Russia,
publications in the press of Lithuania and France, publicistic texts, memoirs on the
relevant theme were also used in the thesis.

Historiography. When carrying out the investigation the analysis of the works
about the relations between France and the Baltic States during the period between 1919
and 1932, as well as the works by Fréderic Dessberg, Georges-Henri Soutou, Sabine
Dullin and the works about the relations between France and Poland, the USSR and
Germany in 1919-1940 by other French historians were extensively used. The issues of
the relations with Klaipéda region, as well as the issues of Vilnius and Klaipéda, were
most extensively studied by the Lithuanian historians in scientific publications.
Investigations carried out by Ladas Natkevi¢ius, Rudolf Valsonok were also used.
Regina Zepkait¢ and Vytautas Zalys also publicised investigations into the relations
between Lithuania and France. The works by Zenonas Butkus, Algimantas
Kasparavicius, Ceslovas Laurinavi¢ius, Petronélé Zostautaité and other Lithuanian
historians also contain important data on the issues under study. The Polish historian
Piotr Wandycz investigated the relations between France and Poland in the 20s-30s of
the 20th century. The author managed to find valuable information in the works by Piotr
Lossowski, Tomasz Schramm, and Sergiusz Mikulicz. Monographs by the historian of
the Baltic States — the Finn Kalervo Hovi and Marko Lehti, the Estonian Magnus
[lmjéarv, the Latvian Edgars Andersons — were also used in preparing the thesis. The
German historian Joachim Tauber publicised material that was of great importance to the
analysis of the relations between Lithuania and Germany.

The structure of the work. The thesis consists of the Introduction, seven
chapters and Conclusions.

The First Chapter The Process of Diplomatic Recognition of Lithuania
substantiates the position of France on political perspectives of Lithuania in 1918. The
change in political expectations built up by the first Governments of Lithuania with
respect to the relations with France is brought to light. France took the position that
Lithuania would not be able to exist independently and therefore intended to relate it to

the former ally non-Soviet Russia that was intended to be re-established, and later — to
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Poland. The role of the first French Embassy in Lithuania, and the French Military
Mission in 1919-1921 was contradictory. At first it tried to dispel the myths about the
political life in Lithuania and to strengthen bilateral relations but in the autumn of 1920
it started to assess the statehood of Lithuania with great hostility. The Government of
Lithuania found it difficult to mitigate the tension that existed in the relations with
France and obtain support for the recognition of Lithuania’s independence. At the end of
1922 the French politicians already realised that a delay only made the bilateral relations
more complicated.

The Second Chapter The Problem of Vilnius Region as a Barometer of the
Relations of France with Lithuania and Poland reveals the causes that encouraged
France to treat Lithuania as an “enfant terrible” in Europe. After Poland had occupied a
part of the territory of Lithuania with its capital city of Vilnius, France started to act as
an intermediary. France avoided exerting pressure on its ally Poland, which would
provoke their disagreements and often tolerated self-will concerning the relations with
Lithuania and assisted in annexing the occupied territory. The Government of Lithuania
offered political initiatives for regulating the relations with Poland; France, however, did
not correct its own visions of solving the conflict between Lithuania and Poland.
Beginning with 1930 the Government of France chose the role of an observer of the
development of that conflict. It was only the French diplomats who became more active
intermediaries in 1933-1935.

The Third Chapter Klaipéda Issue as a Part of the French Foreign Policy
brings to light the importance of the change in the relations between France and
Germany to the treatment of Klaipéda issue in Paris. The investigation revealed that by
separating Klaipéda region from Germany in 1919 by the Treaty of Versailles, France
sought interests of Poland. The uprising staged by the Government of Lithuania in
January 1923, and later its non-compliance in preparing the Klaipéda Convention
eliminated Poland from Klaipéda region. The Government of France did not oppose to
the policy of Lithuanisation carried out by Lithuania in that autonomous territory on the
Baltic coast. France was interested in achieving that Lithuania should solve
disagreements over Klaipéda region with Germany that represented the interests of its

German-speaking population. Both France and Lithuania avoided considering Klaipéda
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issues at the League of Nations — the inhabitants of Klaipéda could make use of the right
of the referendum and in this way join Germany. After Adolph Hitler had become
Chancellor of Germany and after pressure on Lithuania regarding Klaipéda region
strengthened in 1934-1935, France sought to achieve that Lithuania should make a great
part of concessions demanded.

The Fourth Chapter is titled Interactions between France and the USSR in the
Projects of Assuring Security of the Lithuanian State in 1920-1935. In 1919-1920,
France overestimated the impact of Soviet Russia on Lithuania’s policy. It is true, in the
summer of 1920, when the Moscow Peace Treaty was signed between Lithuania and
Soviet Russia, the Government of France was correctly informed about the complexity
of their relations. Pressure exerted by France on account of relations with Poland
encouraged Lithuania to strengthen its relations with the USSR. Lithuania’s expectation
that its negotiations with the USSR on the Non-aggression Pact in 1926 would
encourage the Western states to revive the issue of Vilnius ended in strengthening the
relations with the USSR. Lithuania sought to be drawn into the Eastern Pact prepared on
the initiative of France and the USSR in 1934. Nonetheless, by negotiations for the Pact
the USSR sought, first and foremost, for propagandistic aims. Meantime France clearly
tried to avoid showing that it was not going to guarantee Lithuania’s security but when
Germany and Poland did not agree to participate, Germany refused the bilateral
agreement.

The Fifth Chapter is titled The Impact of France on Cooperation of the Baltic
States. At the end of 1920, the Government of France gave up intentions to engage
Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia on the basis of an autonomous status in the attempt to re-
establish non-Soviet Russia. Then France began to encourage the creation of the Baltic
Union that was indirectly directed against the USSR and Germany. France sought that
Poland should dominate in the Union; hence Lithuania did not participate in the
negotiations. The large state wanted Lithuania to join in but that was possible only after
resolving the Lithuanian —Polish conflict. Lithuania encouraged the creation of an
alternative union with Latvia and Estonia and found the like-minded persons among the
Latvian politicians. Meantime France demonstrated its disapproval of the establishment

of the tripartite union. Following the failed attempts to establish the Baltic Union in
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1921-1925, which had to unite Poland, Latvia, Estonia and Finland, after the relations
between France and the USSR and Germany had improved, the French politicians
stopped supporting the unification of the Baltic States. Meantime the Baltic States no
longer intended to unite. When the relations with Poland worsened in 1933—1934, France
approved of the establishment of the tripartite Baltic Entente. The large state handed
over the responsibility for the security of the Baltic States to that ineffective union the
perspectives of which it assessed very sceptically.

The Sixth Chapter Relations between France and Lithuania during the Period of
International Political Upheavals deals with Lithuania’s attempts to obtain political
support of France in 1938-1940 for its relations with Poland, Germany and the USSR.
Beginning with 1936 France openly demonstrated to Lithuania that it was not interested
in assuring its political security. France sought to achieve that the relations between
Lithuania and Poland should be established, so by demonstrating moral support to
Lithuania it showed to Poland that it did not oppose to the categorical requirement to do
that. As far back as December 1938 it showed to Lithuania that it was going to agree to
the annexation of Klaipéda region to Germany. There were doubts in the political layers
of France about the possibility of returning Vilnius to Lithuania but nobody opposed to
that. After military bases of the USSR were founded in Lithuania, the public opinion of
France considered Lithuania’s occupation to be inevitability. The Republic of Vishy did
not oppose to Lithuania’s occupation and annexation, it handed the building of its
Embassy over to the USSR but officially did not recognise the loss of the statehood of
Lithuania.

The Seventh Chapter The Impact of Personalities on the Political and
Diplomatic Relations between Lithuania and France between 1919 and 1940 analyses
the impact of the politicians and diplomats of both states on the bilateral relations. The
influence of the public authorities, political forces, and the public opinion of both states
on the political relations between Lithuania and France is defined. The collective picture
of the diplomatic representatives of France in Lithuania is presented and their attitude to
the development of bilateral relations is analysed. The interpretation of political life and
perspectives of bilateral relations presented in diplomatic correspondence of the

diplomatic representative of France G. Padovani who acted in Lithuania during the
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period of the most intense relations between both countries between 1919 and 1925 is
considered in more detail. Also, attempts of Lithuania’s chargé d'affaires in France Oscar
Milosz (1919-1925) and the envoy Petras Klimas (1925-1940) to strengthen political
relations with France are discussed.

Conclusions. 1. Between 1919 and 1940, Lithuania and France lacked strong
arguments for establishing closer bilateral relations. In 919-1923 the relations were most
intense, though, it is true, at that time they were most strained. Between 1924 and 1928,
France still tried to resolve the conflict between Kaunas and Warsaw, however, its
interest in maintaining the political relations with Lithuania was waning. The earlier
distrust between the states that was felt around 1929 was replaced by reciprocal
passiveness. The influence of Vilnius issue on the political relations between Lithuania
and France in the 30s of the 20th century weakened, and that of Klaipéda region became
stronger. In 1934-1935, Germany’s pressure exerted on Klaipéda region, negotiations
between the Soviet and French politicians over the Eastern Pact revived the political and
diplomatic relations between Lithuania and France for a short time only. Their new
stagnation that set in at the beginning of 1936 actually continued until the very summer
of 1940, when the political relations broke off after both countries underwent drastic
upheavals.

2. Until the early 20s the French politicians did not understand the aims of the
Lithuanian politicians, they thought that the new state was Germany’s marionette. The
Baltic States, all the more so Lithuania, from 1918 were regarded as the states that were
dependent on the interaction between Germany and the USSR, hence, as being destined
to unavoidably get into their sphere of interest, and in case of the international conflict —
to be annexed to one of the largest states. In 1919-1921, France foresaw for Lithuania
the role of the subject of agreements worth being sacrificed for peace in the region rather
than that of the subject of the international policy. In 1918-1923, France regarded
Lithuania as an eventual link in the pending alliance of Germany and the Soviet state.
Seeking to separate them the French politicians planed until 1920 the autonomy for
Lithuania within the composition of Russia that was attempted to be re-established. In
1921-1922, they did their best to achieve that Lithuania should become a partner to

Poland, which was France’s ally in a common federal state. The principles of the Polish
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politicians had a great influence on the attitude of the French colleagues towards the
perspectives of the statehood of Lithuania.

3. The shortage of allies between the Western States encouraged the
Government of Lithuania to orient itself towards the USSR and Germany. The
Government of Lithuania chose the political orientation towards to USSR in 1925 —
during the period of the obvious thaw in the relations between France and the USSR.
The Government of France reacted with hostility to this decision of Lithuania.
Nonetheless, during the period of the tension in the relations between France and the
USSR the Non-aggression Pact signed in Moscow in 1926 was met by France
unfavourably. Though in the 30s of the 20th century the relations between France and
the USSR continued to be unstable, this democratic Western state did not sough to block
the way to the attempts made by the USSR to strengthen its influence on Lithuania.

4.  Between 1919 and 1929, the issue of Vilnius was the main precondition for
the political relations between France and Lithuania, however, at the same time and the
chief obstacle to good bilateral relations. In 1919-1922 and in 1927, the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of France acted as an intermediary between the conflicting sides
supporting Poland more but in 1920-1921 encouraging the Polish politicians to make
some political concessions. Lithuania’s position to regard the issue of Vilnius as not
finally resolved stimulated a long-term polemics with France, which defended the
opposite position. The Government of France was afraid that opposition between
Lithuania and Poland might provoke an armed conflict into which Germany or the USSR
could become involved. After this threat had abated and with the union with Poland
becoming weaker, following 1928, the Government of France lost interests in acting as
an intermediary between its allies and Lithuania. Nonetheless, in 1938 France was still
interested in the establishment of diplomatic relations between Lithuania and Poland and
assessed this step in the positive.

5. In 1920-1923 the French Government did not have a great direct influence
on management of Klaipéda region. It entrusted its representatives — the officials of the
French administration — with the greatest part of responsibilities. France used Klaipéda
region as a lever to regulate the relations between Lithuania and Poland. As far back as

1918 it foresaw the possibility for Poland to make use of Klaipéda Port, and in 1919-
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1921, it delayed in handing over that territory to Lithuania as long as its relations with
Poland have not been regulated. The French administration deliberately maintained the
atmosphere of tension with Lithuania. The Administration supported and did its utmost
to implement the idea of a free town proposed by the politicians of Klaipéda region. The
Government of France took over that idea in the middle of 1922 too. Tension between
Lithuania and France became even greater after the Klaipéda uprising in January 1923,
which encouraged the Prime Minister of France Raymond Poincaré to act as an
intermediary in seeking that the Conference of Ambassadors should recognise Vilnius
region as belonging to Poland. Expecting the relations between Lithuania and Poland to
be regulated, France delayed the ratification of the Klaipéda Convention until it became
clear that it would not be possible to turn Klaipéda region into a link between the two
hostile states.

6. When signing the Klaipéda Convention in 1924, France assured the
possibility for itself to exert influence on the relations between Lithuania and Germany
at the same time seeking to achieve that this autonomy should not become a new centre
of international disagreements. Nonetheless, between 1925 and 1931, France avoided
acting as an intermediary between the Government of Lithuania and the local population
that sought to extend the boundaries of the autonomy. Lithuania did not seek the support
of France either trying to resolve the problems in Klaipéda region by means of direct
agreements with Germany. In 1932-1935, France mitigated the pro-German pressure
that Great Britain exerted on Lithuania but, seeking to do that without provoking
Germany, at the same time sought to achieve that the Lithuanians should implement all
its requirements in Klaipéda region. In 1938-1939, France, worrying that the issue of
Klaipéda might provoke an international conflict, passively observed the separation of
the region from Lithuania.

7.  In many cases the relations between Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia and France
complicated cooperation between the Baltic States. In the 20s of the 20th century the
Government of France considered Poland to be an indispensable member of the Baltic
Union, which in some projects of the region’s security was planned to be related to the
Little Entente later. The attempts of Lithuania, Estonia and Latvia to unite into the

alternative Baltic Union in 1921-1925 then were destined to failure due to an active
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resistance on the side of France. 1934, the Government of France, approving of the
necessity to have an institution assuming the responsibility for the security of the region,
assessed the establishment of the Baltic Entente favourably though it did not provide any
real support to it. The Government of France willingly asked the help of Estonian
politicians to act as intermediaries between Lithuania and Poland. They sooner did more
harm to the relations between the Baltic States than encouraged searches for the ways of
resolving the conflict.

8.  The political attitude of France towards the statehood of Lithuania created
distrust of the Lithuanian politicians. France was not an attractive ally to the influential
Lithuanian political layers. Lithuania’s public opinion identified the interests of the
French with those of the Poles. Demonstration of benevolence to France could do harm
to the reputation of the Lithuanian politicians. Among the more influential Lithuania
politicians and diplomats there were only a few who supported the idea of strengthening
the relations with France: Ernestas Galvanauskas, Oskaras MilaSius, Petras Klimas,
Stasys Lozoraitis. They implemented only the minority of their ideas about bilateral
cooperation. There were no influential French politicians who could favour Lithuania.
During the whole interwar period no closer informal relations between the Lithuanian
politicians and diplomats with the French colleagues were established either in Paris or
in Kaunas, all the more so, with the influential personalities in the international political
spheres.

9.  The Government of Lithuania did its utmost to popularise the state and to
spread the Lithuanian political positions in the French press. Between 1918 and 1923,
the number of publications favourable to Lithuania was limited to a great extent by a
lack of funds for propaganda and the unfavourable attitude of the majority of French
journalists. Polish political propaganda in the French language outshone them.
Beginning with 1924-1925, intonations of the French press in discussing Lithuania’s
political life became softer, and the information received from Lithuanian diplomats was
taken as the basis more frequently than before. Cooperation between the press agencies
of both countries ELTA and Havas was of significance to the “exchange” of public
information.

10. Fluctuations in the bilateral relations depended also on the change in
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diplomats. Relations between the Government of Lithuania and the diplomatic
representatives of France were being established with great difficulties in 1919-1920, as
well as in 1926, after the arrival of the first Head of the Embassy G. Puaux. Until 1926
the unofficial French diplomats in Kaunas were more active than the professionals in
later years. Meantime Lithuania found the Embassy of France, and later the Embassy in
France, to be one of the most important institutions of diplomatic representation. The
relations between the Lithuanian diplomats and the officials and politicians of France,
even during the period of the greatest tension, remained correct, sometimes they were
even warm. The attempts of the representative of France in Kaunas G. Padovani to
understand Lithuania’s political interests in many cases — the decision to positively
interpret its political position, as well as the ability of the Lithuanian representative
Oscar Milisz in France to overcome Lithuania’s firm position on the subtle diplomatic
rhetoric, mitigated the tension in the political relations between the two states in 1920—
1925. Petras Klimas, who headed the Embassy from 1925, encouraged strengthening
cultural, economic and academic relations, however, he was unable to make political
relations between France and Lithuania more intense.

11. France avoided obligations to grant security guarantees to Lithuania. In
declaring support to Lithuania France actually often carried out the opposite policy. The
Government of Lithuania failed to base itself on France when joining international
organisations or when concluding multilateral agreements and treaties whose partner
would be this large state. Multilateral agreements, which had to relate France, the USSR,
the Baltic States and other states, despite Lithuania’s efforts, were not signed in the 30s
of the 20th century. France did not oppose to handing Vilnius over to Lithuania either,
though officially it did not recognise that in 1939. Lithuania’s occupation coincided with
the downfall of the Third Republic of France. The Vishy regime officially did not
recognise Lithuania’s occupation and annexation, however, supporting benevolent

cooperation with the USSR it did not oppose to its actions.
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Pirmojo pasaulinio karo baigtis visiSkai pakeit¢ Europos zemélapi. Naujyju
valstybiy saugumo, politines, ekonomines perspektyvas smarkiai veiké santykiai su
Pirmojo pasaulinio karo laimétojomis, ypac¢ su Pranciizija ir Didziaja Britanija. Tuo tarpu
Sios negaléjo ignoruoti naujy mazesniyju valstybiu. Tokia priklausomybé nuo Paryziaus
taikos konferencijos 1919 m. iki pat aneksijos 1940 m. veiké ir Lietuvos Respublikos
politika.

Dar pirmojo Lietuvos ministro pirmininko ir uzsienio reikaly ministro Augustino
Voldemaro suformuota saugumo koncepcija, pagal kuria savarankiskos politikos garantu
laikyta Lenkijos — Vokietijos — SSRS trikampio krastiniy tarpusavio itampa, vadovavosi
dauguma Lietuvos politiky. Vis délto didziyju valstybiu, ypa¢ Pirmojo pasaulinio karo
laimeétojuy DidZiosios Britanijos bei Pranciizijos, pripaZinimas ir parama buvo Lietuvos
iSlikimo, teritorinio vientisumo i§saugojimo ir isiliejimo i pilnaverciy Saliy bendruomeng
prielaida. Tiesa, per visa tarpukario laikotarpi Lietuvos ir Pranctizijos politiniai santykiai
niekada nebuvo glaudis ar labai geri. Akivaizdus dydZio, tarptautinio politinio svorio ir
vaidmens skirtumas, nepanasi politiné raida, priklausomyb¢ skirtingiems geopolitiniams
regionams, geografinis atstumas greiciau skyre, nei suartino abi Salis.

Vis délto Lietuvos uzsienio politikos architektai sieké, kad Pranciizija pripazinty
Lietuva, paremty jos priémima | tarptautines organizacijas. Lietuvos vadovams buvo
svarbu jjungti savo Salj 1 didvalstybiy tarptautinius susitarimus, galin¢ius apsaugoti nuo
Lenkijos ar Vokietijos agresijos. Jie stengési, kad Pranciizija neatsiriboty nuo
atsakomybés dél Sios Baltijos valstybés politinio saugumo. D¢l Sios priezasties Lietuviy
politikai sudétingais politiniais klausimais konsultuodavosi su Pranciizijos uzsienio
reikaly ministerija. Pranciizija Lietuvos negaléjo ignoruoti dél jos geopolitinés padéties —
SSRS artumo, kaimynystés su Vokietija ir Lenkija. Vilniaus bei Klaipédos problemos
skatino pranciizy politikus ir diplomatus sekti Kauno politini pulsa, galimy tarptautiniy
konflikty grésmeés atveju neapsiribojant vien formaliaisiais kontaktais su Sia Baltijos
valstybe.

Sios disertacijos objektas yra Lietuvos politiniy ir diplomatiniy santykiy su
Pranciizija kaita 1919-1940 m. Jos analizé¢ padeda suvokti Europos mazyjy ir didziyju
valstybiy rySiy sudétinguma, bandant suderinti skirtingas zemyno saugumo ir politinio

sambiivio vizijas.
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Darbo tikslas: ISnagrinéti Lietuvos ir Pranctzijos politiniy bei diplomatiniy
santykiy dinamika 1919-1940 m., iSrySkinant jos priezastis ir poveiki dviejy valstybiy
politiniam gyvenimui.

Tyrimo hipotezé: Dvisaliai Lietuvos politiniai ir diplomatiniai santykiai su
Pranctizija 1919-1940 m. nebuvo glaudiis, kadangi abi valstybés stokojo svariy politiniy
argumenty jy stiprinimui.

Darbo uzdaviniai: 1. IStirti Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos diplomatiniy santykiy
uzmezgimo prielaidas bei klititis 1919—-1922 m.

2. ISnagrinéti Lietuvos bei Prancizijos politiniy ir diplomatiniy santykiy
intensyvumo kaitos priezastis, pagristi skirtingy ju etapy savituma.

3. Pagristi santykiy su Lenkija kaitos poveiki Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos dvisaliy
politiniy rySiy intensyvumui. ISnagrinéti Lietuvos politinio bendradarbiavimo su SSRS,
Vokietija, Didziaja Britanija ir Baltijos valstybémis ijtaka santykiams su Pranciizija
1919-1940 m.

4. lvertinti Pranctzijos vaidmenj uztikrinant Lietuvos tarptautini sauguma ir
teritorini vientisuma tiriamu laikotarpiu.

5. I8ryskinti Pranciizijos vyriausybés politinio spaudimo ir paramos Lietuvai
prielaidas, aplinkybes bei veiksminguma. ISnagrinéti Lietuvos vyriausybés naudotus
biidus susvelninti Pranciizijos politini spaudima jai.

6. ISanalizuoti Vilniaus ir Klaipédos problemy poveiki Lietuvos politiniams bei
diplomatiniams santykiams su Prancizija.

7. Ivertinti Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos uzsienio politikos formuotoju ir diplomaty
poveiki dviSaliy santykiy formavimo procesui.

8. Istirti Pranctzijos vyriausybés reakcija i Lietuvos valstybés okupacija ir
aneksija.

Ginamos tezés: 1. Pagrindinis Lietuvos ir Prancizijos politinius santykius
stiprinantis veiksnys ir kartu svarbi juy raidos klititis buvo abieju valstybiy saugumo
interesai.

2. Pranciizija nenoriai paréme¢ Lietuvos valstybingumo itvirtinima, visy pirma
planuodama jos teritorijos prijungima prie ketinamos atkurti nesovietinés Rusijos, o

1921 m. — susiejima federaciniais rySiais su Lenkija. Vis délto 1922 m. Pranciizija
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aktyviau, nei DidZioji Britanija rémé Lietuvos valstybingumo pripazinima.

3. Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos santykiai buvo maZosios ir didziosios valstybés rysiai,
kuriuose Pranciizijai dazniausiai tekdavo tarpininkés tarp Lietuvos ir jos kaimyniy
vaidmuo. Pranciizija traktavo Lietuvos nesantaika su Lenkija 1919-1923 m. ir Vokietija
1932-1935 m. prielaidomis naujam daugiasaliam konfliktui. Sio pavojaus atosliigiai
skatino Pranciizijos pasyvia laikysena dél politiniy santykiy su Lietuva.

4. Prancuzija suvoké Lietuva kaip eventualios Lenkijos, Vokietijos arba SSRS
itakos sferos objekta ir XX a. 3 des. sieké stiprinti Lenkijos itaka Siai Baltijos valstybei.
Netgi taikydama spaudima Lenkijai, Pranctizija visy pirma ieskojo sprendimy, kurie
stabilizuoty ir sustiprinty sajungininke¢, daug maziau paisydama Lietuvos interesu.

5. Pranciizijos vyriausybei buvo svarbu silpninti Lietuvos ir Vokietijos rySius.
Paryziuje buvo pritariama Lietuvos ketinimams valdyti Klaipédos krasta autonominiu
statusu, taCiau jo perdavima pranciizy politikai bandé¢ sieti su Lietuvos ir Lenkijos
santykiy klausimo iSsprendimu. Klaipédos krasto perdavimas Lietuvai po sukilimo
nepakenké santykiams su Pranciizija, kuri 1932-1935 m. naudojo S§ios teritorijos
konvencijos signatarés statusa kaip poveikio Vokietijos ir Lietuvos santykiams priemong.

6. Lietuvos politiniai rySiai su SSRS 1920-1924 m. neigiamai veiké santykius su
Pranciizija, bet nebuvo esmin¢ kliiitis ju raidai. Kita vertus, Pranctizijos diplomatiniy
santykiy uZmezgimas su SSRS 1924 m. ir bendradarbiavimas su Vokietija nuo 1925 m.
skatino §ia Santarveés valstybe silpninti politinius kontaktus su Lietuva.

7. Prancuizija skatino Baltijos sajungos, kuriai priklausyty ir Lenkija, kiirima
1921-1925 m. Lenkijos dalyvavimas eliminavo Lietuva i§ §ios organizacijos formavimo
proceso. Pranciizijos politiniai santykiai su Latvija ir Estija buvo pasyvesni, bet kur kas
maziau komplikuoti, nei su Lietuva.

8. Lietuvos politiniai santykiai su Pranciizija 1919-1929 m. buvo sudétingi.
Lietuvos politikai vengé provokuoti situacijas, kurios grésty dviSaliy santykiy su Sia
didzigja valstybe nutraukimu. Kita vertus, vadovaudamiesi visy pirma savo valstybés
interesais, jie neretai prieSindavosi Pranciizijos spaudimui. Tarp Lietuvos vyriausybeés
nariy, itakingy uzsienio reikaly ministerijos pareigiiny ir diplomaty buvo mazai politiniy
ry$iy su Pranciizija stiprinimo Salininky.

9. Lietuva net XX a. 4 des., dviSaliy santykiy atmosferai pageré¢jus, nesieké, o
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1934-1936 m. ir nepajégé sustiprinti ry$iuy su Pranciizija. Didziyju Santarvés valstybiy
politinés paramos stoka 1934-1940 m. laikotarpiu léme Lietuvos akistatos su Vokietija ir
SSRS neiSvengiamuma.

10. Korektiski lietuviy diplomaty santykiai su Pranciizijos uzsienio reikaly
ministerija ir pranciizy — su Lietuvos Svelnino dviSaliy rySiy itampa 1920-1923 m.
laikotarpiu.

Chronologinés ribos. Tyrimui buvo pasirinktas Lietuvos ir Pranctizijos politiniy
bei diplomatiniy rySiy palaikymo laikotarpis — 1919-1940 m. Pirmaja data siejame su
Lietuvos delegacijos Paryziaus taikos konferencijoje darbo pradzia 1919 m. vasario mén.
ir Pranciizijos karinés misijos atvykimu i Kauna ty paciy mety kovo mén. Antraja
chronologine riba laikome Pranciizijos pasiuntinybés Lietuvoje uzdaryma 1941 m.
rugséjo 5 d., pra¢jus desSimciai dieny po Lietuvos pasiuntinybés pastato perdavimo SSRS
ambasadai. Taciau Pranciizijos vyriausybés pamatinés nuostatos dél Lietuvos
valstybingumo perspektyvy susiformavo dar 1918 m. Del svarbos netrukus po to
uzsimegsiantiems dvisaliams santykiams jas analizuosime atskirame teksto poskyryje.

Tyrimo metodai. Tyrimui naudojami jvairis kokybinés analizés metodai.
Pagrindinis i§ ju — probleminés analizés — dazniausiai pasitelkiamas rengiant politinés
istorijos studijas. Analizuojant istorinius Saltinius ir mokslines publikacijas, sieckiama
pateikti nuoseklia Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos santykiy 1919—1940 m. interpretacija. Taikant
§S1 metoda, polemizuojama su kai kuriomis ankstesniy tyrimy ta pacia tematika
1Zvalgomis.

Nagrinétoje medziagoje yra daug naujy detaliy, kuriy jvedimas i Lietuvos
moksling apyvarta padeda geriau suvokti Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos politinio
bendradarbiavimo pobudi, patikslina ir papildo turima informacija apie Lietuvos
uzsienio politika. D¢l Sios priezasties naudojome sintetini tyrimo metoda. Lyginamasis
tyrimo metodas buvo pasitelktas, siekiant iSrySkinti Lietuvos politinés laikysenos su
Pranciizija ir Didziaja Britanija, SSRS arba Vokietija, o tuo paciu ir Pranciizijos — su
Lietuva ir Lenkija arba su Lietuva ir kitomis dviem Baltijos valstybémis skirtumus. Kiti
metodai naudojami epizodiSkai, nagrin¢jant siauresnius klausimus.

Naujumas ir aktualumas. Jau net dél Pranciizijos tarptautinio vaidmens aktualu

iSanalizuoti Lietuvos politinius santykius su Sia didzigja valstybe. Pranciizija paveiké
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naujojo Europos Zemélapio formavimasi, buvo nuolatiné¢ Tauty Sajungos Tarybos nar¢ ir
neretai tiesiogiai tarpininkaudavo, sprendziant tarptautinés politikos problemas.
Vokietijai vis labiau stipréjant, XX a. 4 deS. Pranciizijos tarptautinis politinis svoris
mazejo. Vis délto ir tuo metu Lietuvai buvo svarbiis Sios Entente Salies bandymai suburti
Vidurio Ryty Europos valstybes 1 daugiaSalius saugumo susitarimus. Pranciizijos pozicija
turéjo itakos Lietuvos sprendimams, kai 1938-1940 m. jai buvo pateikti Lenkijos,
Vokietijos ir SSRS ultimatumai.

Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos politiniy bei diplomatiniy santykiy 1919-1940 m.
tyrimas nepaskatino kvestionuoti esminiy lietuviy ir pranciizy istoriografijos iSvady dél
Pranctzijos poziiirio | Lietuva 1919-1940 m. Kita vertus, darbe patikslinama ir
papildoma istoriografijoje pateikiama informacija apie Pranciizijos vyriausybés pozilri {
Lietuvos nepriklausomybe, itaka Sios Baltijos valstybés uZzsienio politikai, dvisaliy
santykiy kaitos prieZastis.

Disertacijoje analizuojamas istoriky plac¢iau nenagrinétas pranciizy politiky ir
diplomaty vaidmuo Lietuvai aktualiais klausimais Paryziaus taikos konferencijos Lenky
ir Baltijos reikaly komisijose. Tiriama Pranciizijos kaip Klaipédos konvencijos signatarés
politin¢ laikysena 1925-1939 m., kuri pranciizy istoriografijoje kol kas nagrinéta
fragmentiskai ir tik apimant 1925-1932 m. laikotarpi. Baltijos sajungos kiirimosi procesa
1921-1925 m iSsamiau tyrin€jes pranciizy istorikas Julien Gueslin interpretavo per
Prancuzijos santykiy su Latvija ir Estija prizmg. Disertacijoje iSrySkinamas pranciizy
vyriausybés pozitris i Lietuvos pastangas suformuoti triSal¢ sajunga su kitomis dviem
Baltijos valstybémis. ISsamiai nagrin¢jama pranciizy diplomatams Lietuvos vyriausybés
perteikta pozicija dé¢l 1926 m. vykusiuy derybuy su SSRS. Argumentuojama Prancizijos
uzsienio reikaly ministerijos reakcija i Lietuvos ir SSRS nepuolimo sutarties pasiraSyma.

Istoriniy Saltiniy analizé padéjo atskleisti istorijos darbuose dar neskelbty
Pranctzijos poveikio Lietuvos ir Lenkijos konflikto raidai detaliy. Apibréziama
Pranciizijos generalinio karinio §tabo jtaka Lucjan Zeligowski mai$to organizavimui, o
Pranctzijos uzsienio reikaly ministerijos — 1921 m. Lenkijos ir Lietuvos federacijos
projektams. Darbe atskleidziamas 1927 m. vasara Pranciizijai tarpininkaujant svarstyty
Lietuvos ir Lenkijos susitarimo projekty turinys. Patikslinama informacija apie Lietuvos

pozicijos d¢l deryby pokyc¢io jvardinima pranciizy diplomatams 1927 m. rugséjo mén.

25



Dalis uZsienio istoriky jau tyrinéty Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos santykiy XX a. 3 des.
aspekty néra gerai zinomi lietuviy istoriografijoje. Disertacijoje jie nagrin¢jami,
pasitelkus taip pat ir lietuvisky bei kity ankstesniems tyrimams dar nenaudoty Saltiniy
analize, interpretuojant jvairias mokslines publikacijas. Lietuviu istoriografijoje tik
fragmentiSkai nagrinéti 1919-1920 m. Pranciizijos ketinimai susieti Lietuva ne su
Lenkija, o su ketinta atkurti nesovietine Rusija.

Disertacijoje iSrySkinama Pranciizijos vyriausybés didziulé jtaka vadinamojo
pirmojo Hymanso projekto rengimui 1921 m. Be to, istoriniy Saltiniy analizé padéjo
atskleisti pranciizy istoriografijoje mazai pabrézta ir argumentuota Pranciizijos skeptiska
poziiri 1 ty paciu mety rudeni pateikta antraji Hymanso projekta. Atspindimas
Pranctzijos politiniy ryS$iy su Lenkija 1919-1940 m. dinamikos poveikis pranciizy
politiky pozitriui | Lietuva. Pateikta iSsamios informacijos apie generalinio komisaro
Klaipédos kraste prefekto Gabriel Petisné angazuotuma, siekiant laisvosios valstybés
statuso suteikimo teritorijai.

Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos santykiai 1933—1940 m. uZsienio istoriografijoje iki Siol
bene visai iSsamiau netirti, lietuviy istorikai juos taip pat gana nedaug nagringjo.
Disertacijoje analizuojamas Pranciizijos itaka tarpininkaujant tarp Lietuvos ir Vokietijos
dél Klaipédos krasto statuto pazeidimy sureguliavimo 1932-1935 m. Darbe
argumentuojama Pranciizijos pozicija dél Lietuvos jtraukimo i Ryty pakta 1934 m. ir
triSalg savitarpio pagalbos sutarti 1939 m. Apibréziama Pranciizijos reakcija i 1938 m.
Lenkijos ultimatuma Lietuvai ir Vilniaus krasto perdavima S§iai Baltijos valstybei.
Nagrin¢jamas Prancizijos poziiiris 1 Klaipédos kraSto prievartini atskyrima nuo
Lietuvos, o véliau — ir 1 Sios Baltijos valstybés okupacija bei aneksija.

Saltiniai. Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos politinius ir diplomatinius santykius 1919—
1940 m. iSsamiausiai atspindi abiejy valstybiy UzZsienio reikaly ministerijy medziaga.
Tyrimui placiai naudota Pranciizijos UzZsienio ir Europos reikaly ministerijos
Diplomatiniy archyvy centre saugoma medziaga: Lietuvos, Klaipédos, SSRS (Political
and Commercial Correspondence. Europe, 1918-1940. Lithuania / Memel / URSS),
Tauty Sajungos pranciizy zZinybos (The League of Nations. French Service), Rusijos
(War 1914-1918. Russia), Visi rezimo (War 1939-1945, Vichy) fondy medziaga. Darbe

nagrinéti Lietuvos centriniame valstybés archyve saugomu Lietuvos vyriausybés,
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UzZsienio reikaly ministerijos, Pasiuntinybés Londone fonduy dokumentai. Disertacijai
panaudoti Lietuvoje, Pranciizijoje, i§ dalies — Didziojoje Britanijoje ir Rusijoje
publikuoti politiniy ir diplomatiniy dokumenty rinkiniai, Lietuvos ir Pranctizijos spaudos
publikacijos, memuariniai ir publicistiniai tekstai aktualia tematika.

Istoriografija. Tyrimui placiai remtasi pranciizy istoriko J. Gueslin darby apie
Pranctizijos ir Baltijos valstybiy santykius 1919-1932 m. analize, taip pat Fréderic
Dessberg, Georges-Henri Soutou, Sabine Dullin ir kity pranciizy istoriku darbais apie
Pranctizijos santykius su Lenkija, SSRS, Vokietija 1919—-1940 m. Lietuvos istoriky
darbuose santykiy su Klaipédos klausimai pla¢iausiai nagrinéti mokslinése publikacijose
Vilniaus bei Klaipédos klausimu. Remtasi Lado Natkevi¢iaus, Rudolfo Valsonoko
tyrimais. Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos santykiy tematika tyringjimuy paskelbé Regina Zepkaité
ir Vytautas Zalys. Svarbiy duomeny pateikta Zenono Butkaus, Algimanto
Kasparaviciaus, Ceslovo Laurinavi¢iaus, Petronélés Zostautaités ir kity lietuviy istoriky
darbuose. Lenky istorikas Piotr Wandycz tyrin¢jo Pranciizijos ir Lenkijos santykius XX
a. 3—4 des. Vertingos informacijos pavyko rasti ir Piotr Lossowski, Tomasz Schramm,
Sergiusz Mikulicz veikaluose. Disertacijai naudojome Baltijos valstybiy istoriky —
suomiy Kalervo Hovi ir Marko Lehti, esto Magnus Ilmjérv, latvio Edgars Andersons —
monografijas. Lietuvos ir Vokietijos santykiy analizei svarbios medziagos paskelbé
vokieciy istorikas Joachim Tauber.

Darbo struktiira. Disertacija sudaro jvadas, septyni déstymo skyriai ir i§vados.
Pirmajame déstymo skyriuje nagrin¢jama Pranciizijos itaka Lietuvos diplomatinio
pripazinimo procesui. Antrajame skyriuje analizuojamas santykiy su Lenkija poveikis
Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos politiniams rySiams 1919-1936 m. Tre€iajame déstymo skyriuje
nagrin¢jama Klaipédos klausimo reik§mé Lietuvos santykiams su Pranctizija 1920-1935
m., apibréziant Vokietijos itaka abieju valstybiy politiniams rySiams. Ketvirtajame
skyriuje tiriamas SSRS poveikis Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos santykiams. Penktajame
skyriuje apibréziama Pranciizijos jtaka Baltijos sajungos kiirimo procesui 1919-1934 m.
Sestajame skyriuje nagrinéjama Pranciizijos reakcija | 19381940 m. Lietuva istikusius
politinius sukrétimus. Septintajame skyriuje analizuojamas asmenybiy ir institucijy
poveikis politiniy Lietuvos bei Pranciizijos santykiy raidai ir diplomatiniam atstovavimui

1919-1940 m.
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ISvados. 1. Lietuva ir Pranctuzija 1919-1940 m. stokojo svariy argumenty
uzmegzti glaudesnius dviSalius santykius. 1919-1923 m. jie buvo intensyviausi, tiesa —
ir labiausiai itempti. 1924-1928 m. Pranciizija dar stengési iSspresti Kauno ir VarSuvos
konflikta, vis délto jos suinteresuotumas politiniy rySiy su Lietuva palaikymu mazéjo.
Ankstesni tarpusavio nepasitikéjima apie 1929 m. pakeité abipusis pasyvumas. Vilniaus
klausimo poveikis Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos politiniams rySiams XX a. 4 des. sumenko, o
Klaipédos — nuo stipréjo. 1934-1935 m. Vokietijos spaudimas Klaipédos kraste, soviety
ir prancizy politiky derybos dél Ryty pakto tik trumpam pagyvino Lietuvos ir
Pranciizijos politinius bei diplomatinius rySius. Jau 1936 m. pradzioje prasidéjes naujas
Ju sastingis faktiSkai tesesi iki pat 1940 m. vasaros, kai politiniai santykiai nutriiko, abi
Salis iStikus drastiSkiems sukrétimams.

2. Iki 3 deSimtm. pr. pranciizy politikai nesuprato lietuviy politiky tiksly,
mané naujaja valstybg esant prieSininkés Vokietijos marionete. Baltijos Salys, juolab
Lietuva nuo pat 1918 m. laikytos valstybémis, priklausomomis nuo Vokietijos ir SSRS
saveikos, tad pasmerktomis neiS§vengiamam patekimui { ju jtakos sfera, o tarptautinio
konflikto atveju — ir prijungimui prie vienos 1§ $iy didziyjy valstybiy. 1919-1921 m.
Pranciizija Lietuvai numaté grei€iau taikai regione verto paaukoti susitarimy objekto, nei
tarptautinés politikos subjekto vaidmeni. 1918-1923 m. ji laiké Lietuva eventualia
jungtimi gresian¢iam Vokietijos ir sovietinés valstybés aljansui. Siekdami jas atskirti,
pranciizy politikai iki 1920 m. projektavo Lietuvai autonomija bandytos atkurti
nesovietinés Rusijos sudétyje. 1921-1922 m. jie stengési, kad Lietuva tapty Pranctzijos
sajungininkés Lenkijos partnere bendroje federacinéje valstybéje. Lenkijos politiky
nuostatos tur¢jo didelés itakos ju kolegy pranciizy pozitiriui i Lietuvos valstybingumo
perspektyvas.

3. Sajungininkés tarp Vakary valstybiy stoka skatino Lietuvos vyriausybg
orientuotis { SSRS ir Vokietija. Lietuvos vyriausybé pasirinko politing orientacija 1 SSRS
1925 m. — akivaizdaus Pranciizijos ir SSRS santykiy atlydzio laikotarpiu. Pranciizijos
vyriausybe 1 §i Lietuvos sprendima nereagavo priesiSkai. Vis delto Pranciizijos ir SSRS
santykiy itampos laikotarpiu Maskvoje pasiraSyta 1926 m. nepuolimo sutartis
Pranciizijoje sutikta nepalankiai. Nors XX a. 4 deS. Pranciizijos ir SSRS santykiai toliau

buvo nepastovis, $i demokratiné Vakary valstybé nesieké uzkirsti kelia SSRS
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pastangoms stiprinti jtaka Lietuvoje.

4.  Vilniaus klausimas 1919-1929 m. buvo pagrindiné Pranciizijos ir Lietuvos
politiniy kontakty palaikymo prielaida, taciau tuo pat metu ir didziausia klititis geriems
dviSaliams santykiams. Pranciizijos uZzsienio reikaly ministerija 1919-1922 m. ir 1927
m. veikliai tarpininkavo konfliktavusioms puséms, labiau remdama Lenkija, bet 1920—
1921 m. skatindama lenky politikus taip pat padaryti politiniy nuolaidy. Lietuvos
nuostata laikyti Vilniaus priklausomybés klausima galutinai neiSsprestu skatino ilgamete
polemika su Pranciizija, gynusia prie$inga pozicija. Pranciizijos vyriausybe ripinosi, kad
Lietuvos ir Lenkijos susiprieSinimas neiSprovokuoty ginkluoto konflikto, i kurj galéjo
isitraukti Vokietija ar SSRS. Tokiai grésmei atsliigus ir sajungai su Lenkija silpstant,
Pranciizijos vyriausybé po 1928 m. prarado interesa tarpininkauti tarp savo
sajungininkés ir Lietuvos. Vis délto 1938 m. Pranciizija tebebuvo suinteresuota Lietuvos
ir Lenkijos diplomatiniy santykiy uZmezgimu ir ji vertino palankiai.

5. Pranciizijos vyriausybé 1920-1923 m. turéjo mazai tiesioginés itakos
Klaipédos krasto valdymui. Didziaja dali atsakomybés ji patikéjo savo jgaliotiniams —
pranciizy administracijos pareigiinams. Pranciizija naudojo Klaipédos krasta kaip sverta
regulivoti Lietuvos ir Lenkijos santykius. Dar 1918 m. numaté Lenkijai uZztikrinti
galimybe naudotis Klaipédos uostu, o 1919-1921 m. dels¢ S§ia teritorija perduoti
Lietuvai, kol nebuvo sureguliuoti jos santykiai su Lenkija. Pranciizy administracija
samoningai palaiké itampos su Lietuva atmosfera. Administracija perémé ir stengési
igyvendinti Klaipédos krasto politiky sitlyta laisvojo miesto idéja, kuria 1922 m.
viduryje perémé ir Pranciizijos vyriausybé. [tampa tarp Lietuvos ir Pranciizijos dar
paastréjo po Klaipédos sukilimo 1923 m. sausio mén., paskatinusio Pranciizijos ministra
pirmininka R. Poincaré tarpininkauti, kad Ambasadoriy konferencija pripazinty Vilniaus
kraSta Lenkijai. Tikédamasi Lietuvos ir Lenkijos santykiy sureguliavimo, Pranciizija
vilkino Klaipédos konvencijos ratifikavima, kol tapo aiSku, kad Klaipédos krasto
paversti jungtimi tarp dviejy priesisky valstybiy nepavyks.

6. 1924 m. pasiraSydama Klaipédos konvencija, Pranciizija uZsitikrino
galimybe daryti itaka Lietuvos santykiams su Vokietija, tuo paciu siekdama, kad $i
autonomija netapty nauju tarptautinés nesantaikos zidiniu. Vis délto 1925-1931 m.

Pranciizija vengé tarpininkauti tarp Lietuvos vyriausybés ir autonomijos ribas siekusiy
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iSplésti vietos gyventoju. Lietuva irgi neieSkojo Prancilizijos paramos, stengdamasi
problemas Klaipédos kraste sprgsti tiesioginiais susitarimais su Vokietija. Pranciizija
1932-1935 m. Svelnino provokiska Didziosios Britanijos spaudima Lietuvai, bet,
nenorédama provokuoti Vokietijos, kartu sieké, kad lietuviai jgyvendinty visus jos
reikalavimus Klaipédos kraste. 1938-1939 m. pr. Pranciizija, nerimaudama, kad
Klaipédos klausimas neiSprovokuoty naujo tarptautinio konflikto, pasyviai stebéjo krasto
atskyrima nuo Lietuvos.

7. Lietuvos, Latvijos ir Estijos santykiai su Pranciizija daugeliu atvejy
komplikavo Baltijos valstybiy tarpusavio bendradarbiavima. XX a. 3 deSimtm.
Pranciizijos vyriausybé Baltijos sajungos, kai kuriuose regiono saugumo projektuose
ketintos véliau susieti ir su Mazaja Santarve, butina nare laik¢ Lenkija. 1921-1925 m
Lietuvos, Estijos ir Latvijos bandymai susiburti i alternatyvia Baltijos sajunga tuomet
buvo pasmerkti nes€¢kmei dé¢l aktyvaus Pranciizijos pasiprieSinimo. 1934 m. Pranciizijos
vyriausybe, pritardama dé¢l atsakomybe uz regiono sauguma prisiimancios institucijos
reikalingumo, jau palankiai vertino Baltijos Santarvés ikiirima, nors realios paramos jai
neteiké. Pranciizijos vyriausybé noriai pasitelkdavo latviu bei esty politikus
tarpininkavimui tarp Lietuvos ir Lenkijos. Jis grei¢iau kenké Baltijos valstybiy
tarpusavio santykiams, negu skatino konflikto sprendimo paieskas.

8.  Prancuzijos politiné laikysena dél Lietuvos valstybingumo kélé lietuviy
politiky nepasitikéjima. Pranciizija nebuvo patraukli sajungininké itakingiems lietuviy
politiniams sluoksniams, Lietuvos vie$oji nuomon¢ pranciizy interesus tapatino su lenky
interesais. Palankumo Pranciizijai demonstravimas galéjo pakenkti lietuviy politiky
autoritetui. Tarp itakingesniy lietuviy politiky ir diplomaty buvo vos keletas rySiy su
Pranciizija stiprinimo Salininky: E. Galvanauskas, O. Milasius, P. Klimas, S. Lozoraitis.
Jie igyvendino tik maZzuma sumanymu dé¢l dviSalio bendradarbiavimo. [takingy pranciizy
politiky, galéjusiy proteguoti Lietuva, neatsirado. Per visa tarpukari nei ParyZziuje, nei
Kaune neuzsimezgé artimesni neformaliis lietuviy politiky ir diplomaty rySiai su
pranciizy kolegomis, juolab su tarptautinése politinése sferose itakingomis
asmenybémis.

9. Lietuvos vyriausybé aktyviai ripinosi valstybés populiarinimu ir

lietuviskos politinés pozicijos sklaida pranciizy spaudoje. 1918-1923 m. Lietuvai
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palankiy publikaciju kiek; gerokai ribojo 1éSu propagandai stoka, daugumos pranciizy
zurnalisty nepalankus pozitiris, jas uzgozé gerokai gausesné prancizakalbé Lenkijos
politiné propaganda. Nuo 1924-1925 m. pranciizy spaudos intonacijos, aptariant
Lietuvos politini gyvenima, suSveln¢jo, dazniau remtasi 1§ lietuviy diplomaty gauta
informacija, nei iki tol. VieSosios informacijos ,,mainams* buvo svarbus abiejy valstybiy
spaudos agentiry ,,ELTA® ir ,,Havas‘ bendradarbiavimas.

10. Dvisaliy santykiy netolygumas priklausé ir nuo diplomaty kaitos. Lietuvos
vyriausybés santykiai su Pranciizijos diplomatiniais atstovais sunkiai mezgési 1919—
1920 m., taip pat ir 1926 m. atvykus pirmajam pasiuntinybés vadovui G. Puaux.
Neprofesionaliis pranciizy diplomatai Kaune iki 1926 m. veiké aktyviau, nei vélesni
profesionaliis. Tuo tarpu Lietuvai jos atstovybe, véliau pasiuntinybé Paryziuje buvo
viena i§ svarbiausiy diplomatinio atstovavimo institucijy. Lietuviy diplomaty santykiai
su Pranciizijos pareiglinais ir politikais netgi didziausios jtampos laikotarpiu iSliko
korektiski, kartais net §ilti. Pranctzijos atstovo Kaune G. Padovani pastangos suprasti
Lietuvos politinius interesus, daugeliu atveju — nuostata pozityviai interpretuoti jos
politing laikysena, taip pat Lietuvos atstovo Paryziuje O. MilaSiaus gebé¢jimas jvilkti
griezta Lietuvos pozicija 1 subtilia diplomating retorika Svelnino dvieju valstybiy
politiniy santykiy itampa 1920-1925 m. P. Klimas, nuo 1925 m. vadovaves
pasiuntinybei, skatino kultiiriniy, ekonominiy santykiy, akademiniy rySiy stipréjima,
taciau nepajége suaktyvinti Pranciizijos politiniy santykiy su Lietuva.

11. Pranciizija vengé isipareigojimy teikti saugumo garantijas Lietuvai.
Deklaruodama parama Lietuvai, Pranciizija i§ tiesy daznai vykdé prieSinga politika.
Lietuvos vyriausybei nepavyko pasiremti Pranciizija, isijungiant { tarptautines
organizacijas arba sudarant daugiasales sutartis, kuriy partnere bty Si didzioji valstybé.
Pranciizija, SSRS, Baltijos valstybes ir kitas valstybes turéjusios susieti daugiasalés
sutartys, nepaisant Lietuvos pastangy, XX a. 4 deSimtm. nebuvo pasiraSytos. Pranciizija
nesiprieSino ir Vilniaus perdavimui Lietuvai, nors oficialiai 1939 m. to nepripazino.
Lietuvos okupacija sutapo su Pranctzijos Treciosios respublikos Zlugimu. Visi reZimas
oficialiai nepripazino Lietuvos okupacijos ir aneksijos, taciau palaikydamas geranoriSka

bendradarbiavima su SSRS, jos veiksmams nepriestaravo.
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