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THE CONCEPT OF “STATE” IN LITHUANIA: ORIGINS AND
DEVELOPMENT OF THE MODERN LITHUANIAN POLITICAL THOUGHT

SUMMARY

Research Problem

At the end of the 20 century questions regarding the status and transformation of a
modern nation state became very important for social sciences. Globalization, regional
integration, unique possibilities for social mobility, identity changes and other social,
economical, cultural and political processes serve as a context in which scholars with
different academic background are trying to answer one question — what is happening
with the contemporary state. Thus political anthropologist would focus on the challenges
for the state as an identity forming structure'; scholars working in the field of
international relations would stress the influence of the supranational organizations and
the deepening interdependence of states’; political sociologist would look for reasons of
the diminishing trust for political institutions or identify the changing forms of social and

3 etc. New ways of understanding political, cultural, social and

political behavior
economical changes in state are also studied by different “rightist” and “leftist”
scholars*. Even if we were to doubt the radical statement about the disappearance of the
state it is obvious that the functions earlier ascribed to the modern nation state are in the
process of transformation. The appearance of the nation state is usually ascribed to
modernity, thus in the recent decades it became popular to speak about the “new”,

“second” or “post” modernity”. In the light of these facts it is possible to stress that the

! Jean-Marie Guéhenno, The end of the nation-state. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1995.

2 David Held et al., Globaliniai pokyciai: politika, ekonomika ir kultiira. Vilnius: Margi rastai, 2002, 108-109.
Manuel Castells, Tinklaveikos visuomenés raida. Vilnius: Poligrafija ir informatika, 2005.

3 David Held, Demokratijos modeliai. Vilnius: Eugrimas, 2002; Stephan Leibfried, Michael Ziirn, Transformations
of the state? Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005.

4 Zygmunt Bauman, Globalizacija: pasekmés Zmogui. Vilnius: Apostrofa, 2007; Pierre Manent, Demokratija be
tauty: apie savivaldos pabaigq Europoje. Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2008.

5 E.g., Ulrich Beck, What is Globalization? Cambridge: Polity Press, 2000; Ulrich Beck, Anthony Giddens, Steve
Lash, Reflexive modernization: politics, tradition and aesthetics in the modern social order. Stanford: Stanford
University Press, 1994; Ulrich Beck, Risk society— towards a new modernity. London: Sage Publications, 1992;
Anthony Giddens, Modernybé ir asmens tapatumas: asmuo ir visuomené vélyvosios modernybés amZiuje. Vilnius:
Pradai, 2000.



current changes of the polity are as fundamental as the making of the modern nation
state in the 17th-19th century.

It is easy to observe similar tendencies of the state transformation in
contemporary Lithuania as well. Frustration about the political institutions, transfer of
the sovereign powers to the European structures, low ability to implement policies which
would not in one way or another be influenced by different international actors and other
tendencies allow one to presume that the Lithuanian state is experiencing serious
challenges. It is no surprise that while analyzing influence of (post)modernity on the
Lithuanian state it is easy to adapt and use “Western” approaches — political sociology,
comparative politics, political anthropology etc. Thus current political problems are
explained by the institutional dysfunctions, unfavorable international preconditions or at
least provide social or cultural arguments6.

What is often overlooked in the context of these discussions is the fact that the
development of the state and even scholarly analysis of it could not be achieved without
initial, usually unconscious and unreflected assumptions about the polity. Thus in
Lithuania even in the academic field it is easy to find the positivist approach towards the
state, but we are still lacking a decent understanding about the state as an idea, which
influences political decisions, academic research or even everyday activities. Here an
idea should be understood as an elementary image, which gains its meaning only in
particular historical and social context and could influence different behavior of the
persons who are uttering an idea. In other words, if we want to understand why a
particular kind of institutions is being developed, which social practices are
implemented, what kind of polity is established, first of all we have to look at the idea of
the state defended by the person acting as a political subject.

This dissertation is an input towards a better understanding of the Lithuanian
political thought and political culture, because it helps to explain what kind of state
Lithuanians have been developing. In other words, the way we answer the question

“what is a state?” will influence what is seen as the most prominent features of the state

% Leonidas Donskis, Be pykcio: vieneriy mety minciy Zemélapis. Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2006; Arlinas Sverdiolas,
Lékstute lékstutéle: keli dabartinés Lietuvos viesosios erdvés ypatumai. Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2006; Riita
Ziliukaité et al., Neatrasta galia: Lietuvos pilietinés visuomenés Zemélapis. Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2006; Nerija
Putinaité, Nenutritkusi styga: prisitaikymas ir pasiprieSinimas soviety Lietuvoje. Vilnius: Aidai, 2007; Mantas
Adoménas (sud.), Lietuvos tauta: bitklé ir raidos perspektyvos. Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2007; etc.
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that should be maintained, transformed or even denied; before saying what kind of state
we are living in, what is its future, it is crucially important to understand what is meant
by the state, what are the most important attributes and functions of it. The concept of
the state as the main object of the analysis is taken because of several reasons. Firstly, it
is a way for a better critical understanding of the previously mentioned discussions about
the transformation of the state. Secondly, looking at the Lithuanian text corpus, it is
clear that concept of the state is one of the most popular political concepts and should be
considered a key concept to understand Lithuanian political discussions. Also we should
remember that it has been proven that the concept of the state represents the modern
explanation of the political reality. Finally, the analysis of one concept is a way to
narrow down the field of the research, but at the same time it is a convenient means to
understand previous political debates in their fullness. The concept of the state is
synthetic in the sense that it is linked to other important political concepts (person,
society, politics etc.) and thus it is an integral part of understanding the present and
explaining the future of the political life.

Together with this theoretical challenge it is important to emphasize the practical
problem related to the analysis of history of the Lithuanian political thought as such. In
the past twenty years there have been hardly any attempts to understand the origins of
the contemporary Lithuanian political thinking, to see the tradition which has structured
the contemporary political debate. It is easy to succumb to a false impression that before
the end of the 20" century there was no thinking about the state at all. Thus there is no
history of the Lithuanian political thought, only more or less elaborated comments of
different philosophers or politicians of the past, usually criticized from the contemporary
perspective. It is possible to name several presuppositions.

So the approach adopted in this dissertation is not institutional or social, but
rather, an attempt to look for the transformation of political thinking about the polity,
using the methods of political theory and history of the political thought. It will help to
find changes in the conceptualization of the state and also to identify the dominant types
to interpret the state in Lithuania. Thus the analysis will allow to see the specifics of the
contemporary attitude towards the state. Secondly, while doing that we will start with the
beginning of the 19® century, when the modern concepts of describing polity, the state

(Lith. valstybé), appeared in the Lithuanian language. We will not only introduce a



different understanding of the concept of state, but also for the first time in Lithuania try
to give an interpretation of the change of the political concept. From the perspective of
the history of political ideas it will help us compare past and present understandings of
the state and answer the following questions: in which sense should we consider the
Lithuanian political thought as a mode of Western political thinking? How did the
process of modernization of the political language take place? How did the Soviet
political thought interrelate with the previous political thinking? Are there any traces of

the past debates in the contemporary political though?

Aim and Objectives

The main aim of the dissertation is to reconstruct the changes of the concept of state in
Lithuania since the beginning of the 19" century till the end of the 20" century. Thus the
appearance of the concept of the state could be revealed as an expression of the modern
political thought, and different understandings of the state presented as key concepts to
interpret the dominant political paradigms. It can also lead to a better understanding of
the contemporary political debate and to explain the origins of problems of
conceptualizing the modern nation state.
Objectives:
a) to discuss theoretical and methodological assumptions for analyzing the history of
political thought
b) to critically evaluate different approaches and to show possibilities to study
modern Lithuanian political thought
c) to reveal political, cultural and historical preconditions for the emerging of the
modern political thought, and first of all for introducing the modern concept of
state, in Lithuania
d) while analyzing the usage of the word state, to reconstruct the dominant attitudes
towards the state in Lithuania and to present their features
e) to analyze the debates regarding the state and to present them as the continuation
and integral part of the previous discussions, also emphasizing the possible

tensions between the state and the desired polity



Scientific Novelty and Significance of the Research

This research is novel because of theoretical and practical reasons. Fist of all, it
will reconstruct the emergence of the contemporary Lithuanian political language —
origins of the concepts, debates about their meanings etc. The analysis of the concept of
the state is not an end in itself, because it will help to understand the genesis of the
modern political discussions and historize the Lithuanian political thought. To fulfill this
goal I will use three modes of looking into the history of the political thought: history of
ideas, conceptual history and history of the political. In the context of the Lithuanian
social and humanitarian research it will link research into philology, history and
political science and try to give a new evaluation of the Lithuanian political culture,
which for the purposes of this study is s represented by the dominant political thought.
Only after reconstructing the tradition we can try to develop Lithuanian political
thinking.

Secondly, the history of the concept of the state could assist in a better
understanding of the making of the modern Lithuanian political state. The state-building
process can be possible not only because of favorable international and social conditions,
but also because of a new way of polity perception and Lithuanians as the political
entity. In order to establish the state, an “ideological” reasoning has to be given, the
person has to perceive himself or herself as a subject of the state. The analysis will be
done mostly by looking into the intellectual history of Lithuania, but it would not be
possible without some kind of interrelation with broader social and intellectual images of
the polity. Thus even the Soviet political thought can be seen as an integral part of the
modern political understanding of the state and linked to older political, theoretical and
ideological debates.

Thirdly, while doing coherent analysis of the concept, I can also support the
critics of historical research which are using contemporary concepts without careful
consideration about their explanatory capability. As it was put by Zenonas Norkus
“[historians] try to avoid to explain the concept they are using. That is why they use such

a word as “empire” [also “state” in our case] in a manner which is influenced by their



cultural linguistic tradition and belongs to their everyday language” ’. That is why even
if a historical actor speaks about the state, it is not enough to claim that he or she is
speaking about the same state that we have in mind at the present moment. Even more,
we cannot claim that the historical actor is a defender of the statehood if he or she did
not know the concept of the state at all. The same thing goes for the debates regarding
political issues — saying that somebody in the past was engaged in a debate should be
based on a careful historical analysis of the utterances and their historical conditions.

Fourthly, I will attempt to link and to use three slightly different approaches in the
study of the Lithuanian case. There is some research in Lithuania done in a similar
manner, using one of the schools, but it is hard to think of a study that would be done by
looking at the concept as the main source of structuring the political system.
Furthermore, the three schools are unique and quite popular ways to look at the history
of the political thought, but there are hardly any attempts to evaluate their possibilities to
speak about the small nation-state and the Soviet political experience.

It would be wrong to claim that there were no attempts to analyze the Lithuanian
political history or political thought specifically. There are numerous studies, which
adopt several approaches. Firstly, there is literature dedicated to a specific historical
period or ideological group in Lithuania®. In both cases we are dealing with descriptive
historical studies, which can serve as an insightful context for one or another historical
problem, but it cannot give an in-depth account of the ideas as an important element of
modernization. Secondly, it is possible to find studies which are closely related to the
paradigm used in this dissertation, but it is easy to notice that most of them do not take
political theory as the basis for the analysis and thus end up with a “presentist”

evaluation of past utterances’. Thirdly, it is predominantly historical books dedicated to

" Zenonas Norkus, Nepasiskelbusi imperija. Vilnius: Aidai, 2009, 174.

® Bronislavas Genzelis, Socialinés ir politinés minties raida Lietuvoje: biiti ar nebiiti Lietuvai. Vilnius: Margi
raStai, 2005; Bronislavas Genzelis, Kultiry sqveika. Vilnius: Mintis, 1989; Bronislavas Genzelis, Lietuvos kultiiros
istorijos metmenys. Kaunas: Vytauto DidZiojo Universiteto leidykla, 2001; Vytautas Kavolis, Sgmoningumo
trajektorijos: lietuviy kultiiros modernéjimo aspektai. Cikaga: A. Mackaus knygu leidimo fondas, 1986; Jonas
Balcius, Dorovinio lietuviy identiteto prigimtis ir prasmé. Vilnius: KFM institutas, 2005; Vytautas Kavolis (sud.),
Lietuviskasis liberalizmas. Cikaga: Santaros-Sviesos federacija, 1959; Vincentas LukoSevicius, Liberalizmo raida
Lietuvoje: XIX a. pab-1940. Vilnius: Valst. Leidybos centras, 1995; Zvilgsnis i politine kaire. Vilnius:
Socialdemokratinés minties institutas, 2005; Albinas Bagdonas, Ceslovas Bauza (sud.), Socialiné demokratija
Lietuvoje: LSDP istakos ir raida. Vilnius: VU leidykla, 1996 etc.

metais. Vilnius: Vaga, 2001; Steponas Tunaitis, Apsvietos epochos socialinés ir politinés filosofijos metmenys,
Vilnius: Kultiiros filosofijos ir meno institutas, 2004; Darius Kuolys, Asmuo tauta, valstybé LDK istorinéje
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a broad historical analysis of the specific period and research dealing with a particular
person as a historical figure ' In both cases these texts are helpful for understanding the

context of the idea and placing the utterances in an actual debate.

Research Method

The methods used in this dissertation are first of all based on the presumptions
stated by the several different schools and deal with the political thought as a mode of
linguistic act: Anglophonic history of ideas and the Cambridge school, history of
concepts and history of the political. They are discussed in the theoretical-
methodological part of the dissertation, but here it is important to emphasize the
similarities which are crucial for choosing them as the research program. Firstly, speech
acts expressed as text are the main object of the analysis. The utterance functioning in a
public space and the relationship between different texts is the main tool to give an
account of the political sphere, even though it would be wrong to speak about the same
research strategies. Thus the main methods used in this dissertation are concept and
discourse analysis, which looks at the important political texts, vocabularies,
encyclopedias and other written sources. The variety of texts that should be taken into
consideration makes it difficult to name one genre or scope of the texts, but it is possible
to speak about the main principles for taking texts into consideration. They must have
several features: (a) to be political — talk about political concepts, ideologies, ideas and
participate in a political debate or process; (b) to be publicly expressed — texts should be

more or less available for the society; (c) to be influential — they are the sources that are

literatiiroje. Vilnius, 1992; Darius Kuolys, Res Lituana Kunigaikstystés bendrija. Vilnius : Lietuviy literatiiros ir
tautosakos institutas, 2009; Saulius Pijoras, Lietuviy ir latviy pilietinés savimonés raida. Kaunas: Kaunas: Vytauto
Didziojo Universiteto leidykla, 2000; Nerija Putinaité, Nenutritkusi styga: pasipriesinimas ir prisitaikymas soviety
Lietuvoje. Vilnius: Aidai, 2007; Paulius Subacius, Lietuviy tapatybés kalvé: tautinio issivadavimo kultiira. Vilnius:
Aidai, 1999; Kestutis Nastopka, ,,Gedimino laiSkai.“ Baltos lankos, 12, 2000 etc.

10 Egidijus AleksandraviCius, Tautinés savimonés Zadintojai: nuo asmens iki partijos. Vilnius: Sietynas, 1990;
Egidijus Aleksandravicius et al. (sud.), Lietuvos valstybés idéja (XIX-XX a. pradZia). Vilnius: Zaltvykslé, 1991;
Gytis Vaskelis, Liaudis virsta tauta. Baltoji varnelé, 1993; Mindaugas Maksimaitis, Mykolas Riomeris — Lietuvos
stnus, Vilnius: MRU leidybos centras, 2006; Mindaugas Maksimaitis (sud.), Mykolas Riomeris ir Siandiena.
Vilnius: LTU, 2000; Vincentas LukoSevi¢ius, Domas Cesevicius. Vilnius: Margi rastai, 1998; Petras Maldeikis,
Mpykolas Krupavicius. Chicago: LKDS, 1975; ,,Socialdemokraty ir liaudininky veikla bei idéjos tarpukario
Lietuvoje (1919-1940) ir ju aktualumas Siandien® <knyga.kvb.lt/uploads/files/studija.doc> [Ziiiréta 2011.03.15] etc.
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taken into consideration by their contemporaries or the people living long after the text
was published.

Secondly, all those approaches take modernity as a crucial turning point in the
thinking about the political. For example, the concept of the state becomes popular only
in the modern period. If we consider possible differences between pre-modern, modern
and post-modern political theory, it would mean a comparison of different historical
times. Thus the second methodological approach could be called comparative historical
analysis of the idea. It contributes to finding origins of a new understanding of the polity
and comparing the concepts in diachronic manner.

The third specific methodological approach could be called hermeneutic
reconstruction. If we seek to contextualize an idea, show the appearance of it, analyze its
functions and meaning in the Lithuanian political thought, it is not surprising that
hermeneutics is adopted as an important methodological viewpoint. In this case we have
to consider several facts: (a) we cannot understand a political agent without taking into
consideration the political concepts they have been using; (b) the political concepts were
present in the every-day life situation of the author; (c) both the agent and the concept,
act in a broader scope of political culture and debates. In one way or another all three

dimensions of the understanding process should be taken into account.

Research Outline

The dissertation consists of six parts. In the first one the theoretical and
methodological assumptions of the research are discussed, mostly referring to the three
schools of history of the political thought: history of ideas, conceptual history and
history of the political. The second part aims to prove the modernity of the concept of
the state and discuss the “proto-modern” concepts of describing a polity. The third part
presents similar studies done in other countries and provides initial remarks regarding
the appearance of the concept of the state in Lithuania. The fourth part deals with the
question how and when the concept of the state became the key concept and shows what
modern paradigms created the preconditions for the modern conceptualization of polity.

The last two parts analyze further ideological discussions regarding the state. The fifth

12



part identifies the four main ideologies of the first half of the 20" century and tries to
prove that they can be analyzed through the lens of the state conceptualization mode.
The sixth part presents what happened to the four main paradigms of the Lithuanian
political thought in exile and the Soviet Lithuania. It ends with an interpretation of the

Sajiidis' attempt to “reconceptualize” the idea of the state.

Research Results

1. The dissertation seeks to show how it is possible to analyze the modernity, its
political and social changes through the lens of conceptual change. The emergence of the
concept ‘“‘state” (lith. valstybé) and the changes of its meaning indicate deep
paradigmatic transformations of the political thought. And, on the other hand, while
interpreting this new concept, we can better understand the motives and intentions of the
political agents. In the early Lithuanian text-books we can specifically trace the naming
of the polity, which can be tied to the Polish and medieval political thought. The
concepts that were used are consistent with the sacred understanding of the empire (Lith.
viespatysté) and/or kingdom (Lith. karalysté), and the semantics of the words shows the
person of the ruler as the main source of political stand. Since the beginning of the 19"
century we can speak about strengthening modern concept of the state while describing
polity. As in the European tradition of political thought, the concept valstybé meant an
abstract, secular and autonomous entity which faced the problem of the efficiency of
government. This understanding of polity as governmental institution was clearly
represented by the concepts used in Central and Eastern Europe - panstwo, gosudarstvo
or valstybé semantically designates not a specific status, a state, but the relationship
between the ruled and the rulers, dominium. During the 19" century the concept of the
state became a key concept — the one that could describe different aspects of the political
reality.

2. The analysis of the Lithuanian text corpora revealed that the concept of the state
was employed for the first time by Simonas Daukantas at the beginning of the 19"
century. He borrowed the word from Latvian language and used it as a synonym to the

Polish panstwo. Until then the main term to describe the polity were duchy, kingdom,
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lordship (Lith. viespatysté, ponysté) or commonwealth (Lith. bindrysté, visatiné). All
those terms signified the ruling person who also created a specific political entity, and
this makes these concepts different from the abstract understanding of the state based on
anonymous government. Thus it was Daukantas who first publicly introduced the
modern political concepts into the Lithuanian language. But in his writings valstybé can
still be connected to a particular ruling subject, sovereign or valdymieras. The more
common term to describe a polity for him was itké. From the point of view of history of
ideas it is possible to claim that the state embodied by the sovereign ruler is not the
same as the natural social order of itké, but also less preferable than the latter one. Thus
Daukantas represents an enlightened and clearly modern understanding of the state as
the social contract. Still, this conceptual innovation and ideological interpretation did not
become a dominant one until the end of the 19" century, as becomes clear from the
political writings of Motiejus Valancius. While reacting to the modern political thought
and the czarist rule of the Russian empire, he perceives the polity in the traditional
Catholic manner. For him the primary task of every secular government is to create
favorable conditions for the salvation, and the political entity is as good as its ability to
represent the natural order given by God, in which he is the only highest sovereign.

3. From the point of view of conceptualizing the polity, the end of the 19® century
could be seen from several different perspectives. There is a clear trend to search for the
best-fitting concept to describe the modern political thinking in the Lithuanian language.
For some time the dominant concept in the Lithuanian newspapers was fatherland (Lith.
tevyné). But later the term viespatysté, the old word for empire, was introduced, meaning
the secular polity governed be the supreme ruler, or valstija, meaning the
conglomeration of valsciai, a specific administrative entity in czarist Russia. Only in
1905, on the eve of the Great Vilnius Seimas, the leading newspapers introduced the
term valstybé, which did not have any religious connotations (viespatysté stems from
viespats, lord, in contemporary language generally only used to refer to Christian God
and only in more archaic texts referring to a person of a supreme standing) and did not
indicate only the territorial essence of the polity. Already in this period the history of
idea shows that we have to speak about essential paradigmatic differences between the
understandings of the state. It is possible to trace three of them: poetic-sentimental,

which presented polity as fatherland, not so strictly defined in space; traditional-
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Catholic, which considers the polity regarding its understanding of separation between
the sacred and the secular empires and claiming that the secular rule is always dependent
upon the transcendental godly order; modern-positivistic, which developed the
understanding of the polity as a fulfillment of an individual will and attempts.

4. In the first half of the 20" century we can distinguish four different approaches
towards the state. The first one could be called organic and is represented by such
figures as S. galkauskis, A. Maceina, A. JakStas, L. Karsavinas etc. It is a specific
attempt to modernize the traditional Catholic political thought. As nation is one of the
most important elements of this theory, it is easy to misinterpret this as a classical,
nationalist theory. Besides consciously distinguishing the idea of the organic state from
totalitarian nationalistic regimes,'' it is also a sociological argument that makes the
organic state more moderate than the nation-centered state concept. Its basic provision,
based on the notion of the dual nature of human beings, follows the French personalists
(mostly Emmanuel Mounier). On the one hand, the human being is an individual, who
acts in accordance with his own natural needs. He or she is considered an entity which
acts according to the laws of nature and his or her bodily needs. On the other hand, he is
seen as a spiritual person, who has a free will and seeks perfection. The human is seen as
a synthesis of these two modes of being and is based on a claim that we should speak
about the dual nature of a person. The highest aim of the state is to serve the human-
person and to help them realize their goal of perfection. As one of the leading figures of
the organic movement, the philosopher Stasys Salkauskis said: “every joint organization
in one way or another has the full prosperity of the human person as its main aim.”'> The
highest aim of the state is to serve the human-person and to help them realize their goal
of perfection. At the same time it acts as the instrument, helping and constraining
human-individual to achieve his bodily goals without hurting other human beings. Thus
the human-individual can be inclined to the state, but the same thing cannot be said
about the human-person. There is a slight difference between the more transcendental
concept of the person and state in the political thought of Salkauskis and the more

modern and existentialist thought of Maceina, but both of them try to find the restriction

" For example, see the collective manifesto “ organiikos valstybés kiiryba” [Toward the creation of the organic
State], Naujoji Romuva 8, 1936, 169-75.
12 Stasys Salkauskis, Rastai [Writings], vol. 4, Vilnius: Mintis, 1995, 201
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for the state without giving state government to the pure will of individual. A person—
the main subject of the philosophical system of the organicists—is always part of a
nation, because only in a nation can his perfection be achieved. This nation, while
supporting the development of a person, also creates a specific national culture. Only
when this phase is achieved and reflected in everyday life, a nation can (but does not
have to) establish a state as an agent for the further perfection of the person. In the words
of the philosopher Levas Karsavinas, “the nation must not only seek self-knowledge, but
also to know its objectives and goals and make them living flesh ... so it is required that
the nation would be fixed and authority established, thus a nation-society will become a
nation-state.”"”

5. The second ideological stance towards the state is the nationalistic (Lith.
tautininkiska) interpretation. It is usually linked with the organic concept of the state, but
it is clear that in the fundamental understanding of the person and state these two
paradigms are not the same. It is easy to misinterpret and combine nationalistic and
organic understanding of state because of organic metaphors used by both ideologies.
But for nationalists organism of the state is seen in a more radical manner — it has its
own spiritual reality, which is almost mystically interrelated with the nation: “state is a
living organism, which is created [...] by the hole nation”'®. Also nation is the most
important social entity for the nationalists, which is more complex and thus more
developed than the individual. But this claim also leads to understanding, why
nationalists are different from the organic paradigm. Nation is seen as the highest social
organization, where all other social organizations are flourishing. Nationalists (A.
Smetona, I. Tamosaitis, J. Tomkus etc.) do not believe in the duality of a person, and a
human being is important only as an individual participating in social interactions. Even
though the “output” of this interaction is the same as in the organic model, nation, it is
presented as the highest possible entity and thus denies the autonomous value of a
person. The individual can give a meaning to his or her life only by subordinating

himself or herself to the nation. The state not only objectifies the social forces such as

'3 Levas Karsavinas, in Politika ir kultira: Politiné mintis Lietuvos Respublikoje: 1918—1940 m. [Politics and
culture: Political thought in the Lithuanian Republic: 1918-1940], Justinas Karosas, Z. Namavicius, V. Psibilskis,
and Jankauskas Algimantas, eds., Vilnius: Vilniaus Universiteto leidykla, 1992, 89.

4 For example: Vladas Juodeika, ,,Vady atranka ir demokratija“ [Selection of leaders and democracy] Naujoji
Romuva, 1933, 700; Similar views presented in Izidorius DidZiulis, ,,Tauta, valstybé, asmuo* [Nation, state,
person], Vairas, 10, 1931, 260 — 265
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nation, but as a free spiritual entity, which by itself objectifies the nation and the person.
State in it self is an absolutely autonomous entity, which has goals independent from any
individual or national projections and becomes personalized spiritual force. So it is not a
surprise that in Constitution of 1938 we can find an article claiming that “State is a
foundation for the existence of citizen”".

6. The third ideological stance towards the state is represented by the populist-
democrats (Lith. liaudininkai-demokratai). It also eliminates the human-person and
speaks only about the human-individual. An individual here is a rational and conscious
living being which seeks to maximize his or her own welfare. Being a part of a social
entity is as natural for the individual as to have an agreement to maximize the profit as
much as possible. Thus every society is a conscious interrelation between individuals.
And the only aim of any social contract of this kind is to help achieve individual goals.
By eliminating the human-person, human as such is liberated from any supranatural
spiritual order or any spiritual order at all, and the individual becomes the only possible
source of the order. It is established in everyday social interrelations and understood in
juridical terms (best and most typical examples are M. Riomeris and P. Leonas). The
state is only one of the possible rational agreements between particular individuals for
their own purpose and acts as an anonymous and sovereign entity. According to their
concept of state, the state is no longer exclusively interrelated with a particular nation
and is not of a derivative substance. Rather state becomes much more abstract, and
develops into one of the major concepts for describing social and political reality. This
means that the state is no longer subordinate to the needs and interests of the nation, but
is an independent phenomenon that is necessary for understanding and scientifically
analyzing the political process. Following the German legal school, state is described as
an analytical concept consisting of three main elements: a “political union of human
beings living in a specific area and governed by certain officials.”'® In other words, the
state is not a historical outcome of a particular nation, but a scientific concept that can be

analyzed according to neutral and objective factors: territory, governance, and

15 Violeta Baltusyté (sud.), Lietuvos valstybés konstitucijos 1920 — 1938 metais. Vilnius: Mokslas, 1989, 61.
16 Petras Leonas, Teisés enciklopedijos paskaitos [Lectures of juridical encyclopedia], 2nd ed., Teisés moksly b-ka,
Kaunas: Vytauto DidZiojo Univ. Teisiy Fakultetas, 1931, 51.
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population (in M. Rémeris’s writings, it is nation-populus, Lith. rauta-populus’’). As the
state becomes the most significant political form of society, it is used as an endemic
concept and a sort of metaconcept that describes any authority relationship in history and
space. Even though the state here is understood as an artificial entity too, this conclusion
does not arise from an interpretation of the person or the nation as natural subjects. The
main element and the building block of the state is the individual—his needs, interests,
and goals. As he in toto is a product of society (and society is nothing more than a
synthesis of social unions), the state is an affectation par excellence. At the heart of the
legalistic state lies an abstract individual, and this leads to the unintentional creation of a
similarly abstract polity known as the state. Thus, the state is an indirect, albeit
unavoidable product of individual acts: “a [state is a] union of people in a particular
territory, devised to implement specific functions (or in other words, their social
objectives), consolidated into functionary units by its sovereign power.”18 This new
conceptualization along the lines of the individual brings out other abstract concepts that
lie at the heart of the state—sovereignty and society.

7. The fourth way of the interpretation of the state should be regarded as leftist,
social democratic and communist. As the above-mentioned populist-democratic thought,
it recognizes the state as a sovereign social entity which helps to accomplish individual
goals. But the radical economism, by which every individual belongs to a specific class
and thus is biased to serve its objective interests, makes it impossible to speak about free
individual interests and see the state as a welfare organization. The statement that the
Soviet regime promoted an ideology based on the teachings of Karl Marx and Vladimir
Lenin is a trivial one. Therefore, we have to scan Lenin’s basic insights about the state,
because his writings were the main and the only true foundation for explaining the state
and all political reality—no scientific book could be published without citing or referring
to Lenin or Marx. Here we should draw attention to a fundamental paradox in Marx’s

political thought: the goal of his theory of state is to eliminate the state, or more

17 Mykolas Romeris, Valstybé ir jos konstituciné teisé: Valstybé [State and its constitutional law: The state],
Kaunas: Pradai, 1995, 1-56. A closely related definition was given in the first Lithuanian text book on political and
social thought, Valstybé ir pilietis [State and citizen]: “A state is a multitudinous union of people, living within
specific borders and governed by one supreme authority”’; Balys Giedra, Valstybé ir pilietis: Visuomenés mokslo
vadovélis, Raseiniai: S. Kaduginas, 1930, 10.

18 Romeris, Valstybé ir jos konstituciné teisé [The state and its constitutional law], vol. 2, Kaunas: Pradai, 1995,
33s.
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precisely to change the state into a society without a state." It is a biased and
unnecessary force, therefore it should be overtaken by the proletariat and totally
destroyed in the future: “we shall use this machine, or bludgeon, to destroy all
exploitation. And when the possibility of exploitation no longer exists anywhere in the
world, when there are no longer owners of land and owners of factories, and when there
is no longer a situation in which some gorge while others starve, only when the
possibility of this no longer exists shall we consign this machine to the scrap-heap. Then
there will be no state and no exploitation.”zo. Thus the political thought of the leftist
thinkers should be seen as anti-statist.

8. The conditions to develop the Lithuanian political though after the World War 11
were extremely unfavorable. The Lithuanians abroad were engaged in practical political
and cultural problems, while the scholars in the Soviet Lithuania were following the
dominant communist dogmas already established in Moscow. Still, in exile it is possible
to trace some continuation of the previous debate, even though it was not as intense and
elaborated. The two clearest trends of thought were the Catholic and the relatively new
liberal one. Taking into consideration the liberal-democratic discourse of the Western
academia, the first one modified the organic Lithuanian political thought, while even
more strongly claiming the freedom of the culturally biased human-person. To give an
example one should take into account ideas developed by the philosopher Juozas Girnius
in his book Tauta ir tautiné istikimybé [Nation and national loyalty]. He speaks about a
crucial separation of state and nation. Both entities are different modes of human
existence and can act without a need for each other: “A nation acts as a community and a
state is a formal organization.... A state relates to human social nature: social life is
impossible without order, which could be achieved only through governance.””' The
idea that the nation is a substantial part of personal life makes questions related to the
state only a secondary matter. The main goal of the particular society is to realize its
natural, cultural vocation, and not to gain political power via statehood. Thus, for

personal development, the state is an unimportant issue, and the main entities are much

' For an accurate and precise analysis, see Jon Elster, Making sense of Marx, New York: Cambridge University
Press, 1998, 398—458.

1 enin, Rastai [Writings], vol. 29, Vilnius: Mintis, 446

*! Juozas Girnius, Tauta ir tautiné istikimybé [Nation and national loyalty], Chicago: | laisve fondas lietuviskai
kultiirai ugdyti, 1961, 37-38
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more related to everyday experience and development of the national character (or
individuality) than the abstract institutions of the state. The most important political (if
they can be called political at all) spaces for the organicists are the ones that can be seen
and interpreted as given for every person: févyné (fatherland) and krastas (land). The
separation and analysis of these dimensions — state, nation, and land — is the crucial
issue, and will in one way or another be at the core of the debate in the twentieth
century. The second one introduced the coherent liberal ideas about the state, which
were close to the populist-democratic tradition established in the Interbellum period.
Following interwar legalistic school scholars are coming to a conclusion that the state is
nothing more than an abstract interrelation between a subject (individual) and
institutions (government), and as long as it deals with individual interests, it can be
recognized as the state. In this way such a state overarches not only time (state
institutions were always there), but also space (it could be everywhere), hence we can
speak not only about a nation-state, but also about a city-state, a regional state, or even a
global state.*

9. The official discourse in the Soviet Lithuania further developed and introduced
into the public thinking the leftist anti-statist theory of the state. Seeing the state as a tool
of operation, it was claimed that the USSR created a new type of polity — a half-state, but
in the near future even the last remains of the state will disappear. At the same time the
Soviets developed a legalistic-positivistic understanding of the state as a sovereign entity
in a specific territory. Here again the state is identified with a mechanism, a tool, a
machine. In the same spirit, the textbook Theory of State and Law became the first
Soviet textbook about state and society in Soviet Lithuania.” Strictly following the
Soviet dogma, it identifies the state with power and oppression and describes it as a
political tool and instrument. As in Lenin’s theory, it claimed that every state should be
identified with dictatorship, and proletarian dictatorship is seen as the highest and
historically inescapable form of political development. On the other hand, in the same

book a minimalist or analytic concept of the state as the country appears: the state in a

** Algimantas Gureckas, “Liberalizmas ir tautinés valstybés idéja” [Liberalism and the idea of a national state], in
Vytautas Kavoli, ed., Lietuviskasis liberalizmas (straipsniy rinkinys) [Lithuanian liberalism: A selection of papers],
2nd ed., Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2008, 165-90.

M. A. Arzanovas, et al., Valstybés ir teisés teorija: Vadovélis aukstosioms mokymo jstaigoms [Theory of the state
and law: Handbook for institutions of higher education], Vilnius: Valst. polit. ir moksl. lit. 1-kla, 1950, 78—107.
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political-geographical sense [valstybé-Salis] “has borders with other states ..., a resident
population (subordinates or citizens) ... and authority, which represents the country in
the inner world.”** In the second one, institutionalization of the Soviet system and the
inability to abolish the concept and reality of the state led to a radical transformation of
the Leninist paradigm. In the words of a textbook released after Stalin’s death: “the state
is the reigning organization of a particular class.” It could be seen as an administrative
interpretation of the state and be linked with the legalistic paradigm of the Interbellum
period.

10. Both these perceptions could be seen in the Sajudis years, even though the
concepts of the state were not consistently developed. The first important observation is
that we can identify a striking plurality of words used to represent the polity of
Lithuania. It was expressed in such words as Salis and krastas (geographical concepts
that could mean “part, land”), respublika (“republic,” meaning the Soviet administrative
entity of Lithuania and not a political regime), Tévyné or Teviske (fatherland) and of
course valstybé (state). The use of the concept of the state in a specific semantic field
makes it possible to distinguish two main discourses. The first one can be called
minimalistic. State here appears as a country, a specific territory, which has inhabitants
and some administrative organization. This narrow interpretation describes the state only
as a geographical and administrative entity, and the questions of its power, its influence,
and its interrelation with other social institutions are not discussed. This kind of meaning
correlates with the factual Soviet understanding of the republic, namely that it is an
integral part of the U.S.S.R., at best an economic but not a political entity. The common
slogan for that time was “to strengthen the economic sovereignty of the Republic.”* As
early discussions about the reform of the state were about economic sovereignty, this led
to a clearly expressed dissatisfaction with the current administrative state: “We are just a
territory. The state that we live in doesn’t deserve its name [republic]: Lithuania is as
national an entity as Yakutia.””® Yakutia was part of the Russian Soviet Federated
Socialist Republic governed by Moscow, and Lithuania’s situation was seen as identical:

there was no real republic of Lithuania; there was no state. The second influential

2 .
Ibid., 84-85.

* See “Respublikos {ikiskaita—realybé ar utopija?” [“Economic-counting” of the Republic—reality and utopia],

Tiesa, 5 July 1988

*® Arvydas Juozaitis, Sqjidis ir demokratija [Sajudis and democracy], Vilnius: Periodika, 1990, 31.
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paradigm of the state and statehood as such is legalistic. It may be interpreted as
legalistic not only because the Soviet lawyers declared it, but also because it was closely
related to Romeris’s concept of the state. Already in the CCRML, two speeches
presented by Kazimieras Motieka and V. Bulavas, lawyers closely related to the
Sajudis’s Initiative Group, should be considered as the most important for restoring the
legalistic concept. Following M. Romeris (and not surprisingly, because Romeris had
been a tutor of Bulavas for several years), they were not only using state as their main
concept, but were also, following the interwar legalistic school, highlighting the fact that
states are possible only when the political entities can clearly define their citizens and
are completely sovereign, independently able to pass any law. To cite K. Motieka:
“What is Lithuania? Is it a sovereign state, or is it a republic ...? Complete sovereignty
of the state is a complete independence from other states in domestic and foreign
affairs.... It is good to have economic sovereignty, but if that is the concept of
sovereignty, we will be left with nothing.” Still it can be claimed that Sajtdis helped to
introduce the legalistic-administrative concept of state. The state is seen mostly as a
juridical and abstract entity, embodied in the repressive government, while the civic

society is perceived as an opposite and positive social force.
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VALSTYBES SAMPRATA LIETUVOJE: MODERNIOS LIETUVISKOS
POLITINES MINTIES ISTAKOS IR RAIDA

SANTRAUKA

Problema

XX a. pab. — XXI a. pr. modernios nacionalinés valstybés buklés ir statuso
klausimas tapo vienu svarbiausiy socialiniy moksly problemy. Globalizacijos,
eurointegracijos, beprecedentiSko visuomenés mobilumo, tapatybés kaitos bei savikiiros
ir kity kuo ivairiausiy socialiniy, ekonominiy, kulttiriniy, politiniy procesu kontekste
bandymas pasakyti, kas vyksta su Siuolaikine valstybe, tapo klausimu, nuolat
pritraukianciu skirtingy tyrinétoju démesi. Taip politikos antropologas pabrés iSSuikius
kylancius valstybei kaip tapatyb¢ formuojanciam dariniui®’; tarptautiniy santykiy
specialistas akcentuos supranacionaliniy organizacijy itaka ir giléjancia tarpusavio
priklausomybe®; politikos sociologas atkreips démesi { maZéjanti visuomenés
pasitikéjima valstybés institucijomis bei naujy organizaciniy formy dominavima®’ ir pan.
Valstybes ,,sutraiskytas trikojis*“ — ekonomika, politika, kultiira — tampa tiek , kairiyjy®,
tiek ,,deSiniyy* intelektualy rﬁpeséiu30; jos kaita vieny autoriy yra sveikinama, kity
kritikuojama, treCiyju pripazistama kaip neiSvengiama tendencija. Net jei abejotume
teze, jog valstybé nyksta, maZzy maZziausiai tekty sutikti su teiginiu, kad funkcijos,
anksCiau biidingos moderniai nacionalinei valstybei, transformuojasi. Nacionalinés
valstybés atsiradima paprastai siejant su modernybe, pastaraisiais deSimtmeciais pradéta
kalbéti apie ,,naujaja”, ,antraja“, ,brandZiaja“ ar ,,post® modernybg, kartu bandant
nurodyti kokybiskai naujus valstybés ir visuomenés biiklés kriterijus’'. Trumpai sakant,

panasu, kad nacionalin¢ valstybé, pastaruosius kelis Simtmecius buvusi pagrindiniu

27 Jean-Marie Guéhenno, The end of the nation-state. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1995.

*8 Plagiau 7r., David Held et al., Globaliniai pokyciai: politika, ekonomika ir kultiira. Vilnius: Margi ratai, 2002,
108-109. Manuel Castells, Tinklaveikos visuomenés raida. Vilnius: Poligrafija ir informatika, 2005.

% David Held, Demokratijos modeliai. Vilnius: Eugrimas, 2002; Stephan Leibfried, Michael Ziirn, Transformations
of the state? Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005.

%0 Palyginimui: Zygmunt Bauman, Globalizacija: pasekmés Zmogui. Vilnius: Apostrofa, 2007; Pierre Manent,
Demokratija be tauty: apie savivaldos pabaigq Europoje. Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2008.

31 Pavyzdziui, Ulrich Beck, What is Globalization? Cambridge: Polity Press, 2000; Ulrich Beck, Anthony Giddens,
Steve Lash, Reflexive modernization: politics, tradition and aesthetics in the modern social order. Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1994; Ulrich Beck, Risk society— towards a new modernity. London: Sage Publications,
1992; Anthony Giddens, Modernybé ir asmens tapatumas: asmuo ir visuomené vélyvosios modernybés amZiuje.
Vilnius: Pradai, 2000.
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dariniu nusakyti politing bendruomeng ir iprasminti pacia politika, iSgyvena ne
mazesnius pokycius nei savo kiirimosi metu.

AnalogiSkas transformacijos tendencijas galima jzZvelgti ir Lietuvoje. Nusivylimas
politinémis institucijomis, suvereniy galiy perleidimas europinéms strukttiroms, menkos
galimybés vykdyti nuo tarptautiniy organizaciju nepriklausoma politika ir kitos
tendencijos ver€ia konstatuoti, kad Lietuvos valstybé patiria rimtus iSSukius.
Nenuostabu, kad analizuojant modernybés poveiki Lietuvos valstybei daugiau ar maZiau
sekmingai pasitelkiamos Vakary mokslininky taitkomos tyrimo strategijos, kurios remiasi
skirtingomis politikos moksly disciplinomis — politine sociologija, lyginamaja politika,
politine antropologija ir t.t. Taip atskleidZiamos institucinés Lietuvos politinés sistemos
blogybés, konstatuojama nepalanki Lietuvai tarptautiné aplinka ar tiesiog nurodomos
problemiskos  tendencijos Visuomenéje32. Kartu neretai  pabréziama, kad
(post)modernybés itaka Lietuvoje net yra didesné nei kitose valstybés, netiesiogiai
suponuojant, kad valstybés erozija ¢ia jgauna ypatingus mastus.

Minéty diskusiju kontekste neatsizvelgiama 1 tai, kad valstybés raida ir net jos
moksliné analizé yra neatsiejama nuo pirminiy, daZnai samoningai nereflektuojamy
prielaidy apie valstybés prigimti. Net akademiniame lygmenyje, jau nekalbant apie
kasdienius vertinimus, komentuojant bei apraSant valstybés biikle daZniausiai sitilomos
[vairios pozityvistiné:s33 valstybés tyrimo strategijos, tokiu bidu uZmirStant valstybés
kaip visuomenéje plétojamos idéjos prigimti. Siuo atveju idéja suprantama kaip paties
bendriausio pobudZio vaizdinys, kuris igyja turini konkreCiame istoriniame ir
socialiniame kontekste ir gali lemti vienokia ar kitokia ja iSsakanciy elgsena. Tai yra,
kokios institucijos kuriamos, koks valstybingumo modelis ginamas, kokios socialinés
praktikos yra jgyvendinamos priklauso nuo valstybés sampratos, kurig gina kalbantysis(-
tieji) politinés bendruomenés subjektas(-ai). Perfrazuojant Pierre’a Bourdieu galima
teigti, kad iSankstinés prielaidos apie valstybés samprata daznai diktuoja apibréztas

valstybés tyrimo strategijas, todél butina plétoti savotisSka ,,reflektyviosios sociologijos*

32 §i mintis plétojama: Leonidas Donskis, Be pykcio: vieneriy mety minciy Zemélapis. Vilnius: Versus aureus,
20006; Artinas Sverdiolas, Lékstuté lékstutélé: keli dabartinés Lietuvos vieSosios erdvés ypatumai. Vilnius: Versus
aureus, 2006; Riita Ziliukaité et al., Neatrasta galia: Lietuvos pilietinés visuomenés Zemélapis. Vilnius: Versus
aureus, 2006; Nerija Putinaité, Nenutritkusi styga: prisitaikymas ir pasiprieSinimas soviety Lietuvoje. Vilnius:
Aidai, 2007; Mantas Adoménas (sud.), Lietuvos tauta: biiklé ir raidos perspektyvos. Vilnius: Versus aureus, 2007;
ir kt.

3 Pozityvizmas &ia vartojamas Leo Strausso prasme kaip pirmiausia atsakantis i klausima ,,kaip“, bet ne ,,kodél:
Leo Strauss, What is Political Philosophy and Other Studies. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1988, 18.
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(ar, Sio darbo atveju, politologijos) projekta, kuris leidzianti kritiSkiau suvokti
vartojamas sgvokas ir permastyti pacios analizés prielaidas34.

Sis darbas yra indéliu stiprinant lietuvigkosios politinés minties ir vykdomy
politologiniy tyrinéjimy reflektyvuma, nes padeda geriau suprasti, kokios valstybés
sampratos buvo ir yra plétojamos. Kitaip sakant, teigiama, kad tai, kaip yra atsakoma 1
klausima ,.,kas yra valstybé?* lemia, kas bus matoma kaip svarbiausias aspektas valstybei
iSsaugoti, transformuoti ar, atvirkSciai, jos atsisakyti; prie§ nurodant, kokioje valstybéje
mes gyvename ir kas jos laukia, biitina suvokti, kas turima omenyje kalbant apie
valstybg, kokie jos atributai suvokiami kaip esminiai, kokias funkcijas ji atlieka etc. Pati
valstybés samprata kaip centrinis disertacijos tyrimo objektas pasirinkta deél keliy
priezasCiy. Pirma, tai tiesiogiai susij¢ su bandymais kritiSkai ivertinti dabartiniu metu
vykstancius valstybés transformacijos tyrimus, apie kuriuos buvo uZsiminta anksciau.
Antra, remiantis lietuviy kalbos tekstynais, valstybés savoka yra viena populiariausiy
politiniy ir socialiniy savoky, taigi traktuotina kaip aSiné koncepcija lietuviskose
politinése diskusijose. Juolab kaip teigiama daugelio Vakary autoriy tyrimuose, jos
iSkylimas taip pat Zenklina politinés modernizacijos proceso pradZia. Galiausiai,
nemaziau svarbu tai, kad tokiu btidu galima susiaurinti tyrimg ir vietoj bandymo aprasyti
visg politinés minties struktlira bei suprasti visas buvusias aktualias diskusijas,
susikoncentruojama tik ties viena raktine savoka. Biitent valstybés savoka laikytina
sintetine ta prasme, kad ja naudojantys ir aiSkinantys intelektualai jos pagalba apibrézé
asmens, visuomengés ir politinés tvarkos santyki bei nusaké politinés ateities vizijas.

Greta Sio teorinio aktualumo tenka konstatuoti prakting problema, susijusia su
Lietuvos politine mintimi ir jos tyrimais apskritai. Konkreciai, per dvideSimt
nepriklausomybés mety ne tik nebandyta suvokti savo santykio su naudojamomis
koncepcijomis akademiniu lygmeniu, bet taip pat net neméginta suprasti lietuviskos
politinés minties tradicijos, kuri struktliravo dabartines politines ir politologines
nuostatas. Susidaro ispudis, kad Lietuvoje apie politika ir konkreiai apie valstybe
anks€iau mastyta nebuvo. Tad pati politinés minties istorija tampa pasakojimy apie
praeities intelektualus bei ju veikla rinkiniu arba vieno ar kito filosofo minciy

komentavimu i§ dabarties perspektyvos. Taciau nesupratus buvusiy Lietuvos visuomeneés

3 Pierre Bourdieu, [vadas | refleksyvigjq sociologijq. Vilnius: Baltos lankos, 2003.
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politinés savivokos démeny, negalima tikétis sukurti ,reflektyviai konstruojamos*
politologinés analizés. Siuo atveju pirmiausia reikéty nurodyti maZiausiai du prietarus,
kurie pernelyg supaprastina Lietuvos politinés minties istorijos vaizda. Pirmasis, bene
labiausiai isigaléjes isitikinimas yra tai, kad praktiSkai iki XX a. pabaigos lietuvi§kos
politinés minties i§ esmés nebuvo — tarpukariu tebuvo banalus nacionalizmas, o
sovietmecCiu — dogmatiSkas komunizmas. Taip atmetamos ir uZmirStamos gana jdomios
tarpukario politinés minties srovés, sovietiné mintis nesuprantama kaip reikSminga
praeities ir dabartiniam politiniam ma(stymui3 >. Antrasis i§ dalies prieStarauja pirmajam:
dabartiné¢ Lietuvos politiné mintis pirmiausia suvoktina kaip ,,post-komunistine®, t.y.,
vienaip ar kitaip susijusi ar kovojanti su sovietiniu paveldu. Neabejotina, kad sovietinés
okupacijos laikotarpis negal¢jo nepalikti pédsaky atsikurianCios Lietuvos politiniame
mastyme, tac¢iau negalima pamirsti ir to, kad joje vienaip ar kitaip pasireiSke ankstesni,
ne tokie rySkis politinés minties elementai. Kitaip sakant, dabartinés diskusijos gali biiti
traktuojamos ne tik kaip sovietinés minties transformacija, bet ir kaip ankstesniy
politiSkumo sampraty atkiirimas ar naujy idiegimas. Juolab kad net vakarietiSky krypciy
pasirinkimas neretai yra neatsiejamas nuo asmens internalizuotos politinés paradigmos
konkrec¢iame, lietuviSkame, kontekste.

Taigi galima konstatuoti, kad, pirma, Sioje disertacijoje valstybés sampratos
kaitos problema nagrin€¢jama ne socialiniu ar instituciniu aspektu, bet tyrin¢jant politinés
minties sklaidos formas, Zvelgiant i§ politinés teorijos ir politinés minties istorijos
perspektyvos. Tik tai padés suvokti valstybés sampratos kaitos trajektorija ir
identifikuoti idealiuosius valstybés sampratos tipus, kurie, tikétina, ir sudaro dabartinés
Lietuvos politinés savivokos pamata. Si analizé leis aiskiau ir tiksliau suvokti dabartinio
lietuviy santykio su valstybe ypatumus. Antra, tai darant démesys koncentruojamas i
valstybés sampratos istoring raida Lietuvoje nuo XIX a. pr.,, nes tik nuo tada
iSpopuliaréja moderni nacionalinés valstybés idé¢ja ir lietuviy kalboje atsiranda pati
valstybés savoka nusakanti modernia politija. Taip ne tik rekonstruojama valstybés
sampraty ivairove, siiloma Lietuvos politinés minties istorijos interpretacija, bet ir bene

pirma karta Lietuvoje atlickama nuosekli savokos istorijos analizé. Valstybés sampratos

% Pavyzdziu., Manto Adoméno sudaryta lietuviskos konservatyvios minties antologija pradedama nuo
posovietmecio: Mantas Adoménas (sud.) Libertas & Pietas: lietuviskasis konservatizmas: antologija 1993-2010,
Vilnius: Eugrimas, 2010
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analizé 1S politinés id€jos istorijos perspektyvos leidZia geriau suprasti buvusius ir
dabartinius politinés minties pokycius atsakant | klausimus: kokiu mastu galima kalbéti
apie Lietuvos politini mastyma kaip artima Vakary politinei minciai? Kaip vyko
politinés mintis modernéjimo procesas? Kaip sovietiné¢ politiné mintis sgveikauja su
esama ir buvusia nepriklausomos Lietuvos politine mintimi? Koks dabartinés politinés
minties santykis su buvusiomis diskusijomis? Galiausiai reikia pabrézti, kad nepaisant i§
dalies istorinio tyrimo pobuidZio €ia nesiekiama atrasti naujy istoriniy fakty, bet iprasta
istoring analiz¢ papildyti id¢jine dimensija. Paprastai Lietuvos istoriografijoje Sie
veiksmai vertinami retrospektyviai, atsizvelgiant i ju reikSme valstybingumo ar
demokratijos {tvirtinimui, taciau reikéty pripazinti, kad aktualus galimy elgesio motyvy
spektras buvo (kaip ir yra) kur kas didesnis. ISsiaiSkinus, kaip buvo apibréziama valstybe
konkreciais istorijos laikotarpiais, t.y. istorizavus pacia valstybés savoka, galima geriau

suprasti ir ty laiky politiniy veikéjy veiksmy ir elgesio motyvus.

Darbo tikslas ir uZdaviniai

Darbo tikslas — istoriSkai ir teoriSkai rekonstruoti valstybés sampratos raida
Lietuvoje nuo XIX a. iki XX a. pabaigos. Taip bus parodytas valstybés savokos
atsiradimas kaip modernios politinés minties raiSkos forma, o skirtingos propaguotos
valstybés idéjos pristatytos kaip raktinés koncepcijos dominuojan¢ioms politinio
mastymo schemoms perprasti. Biitent valstybés koncepcijos ir jos vartojimo analizé yra
svarbi suprantant dabartines politines diskusijas ir nuostatas valstybés atzvilgiu bei
paaiskinant problemiSko santykio su modernia valstybe iStakas.

Darbo uzdaviniai:

a) aptarti teorines ir metodologines politiniy idéju bei koncepcijy istorijos analizés
prielaidas ir pasitlyti galima jy derinimo biida;

b) kritiSkai ivertinti skirtingy politiniy id€jy tyrimo strategiju iZvalgas, parodant ju
taikymo specifika Lietuvos atveju;

c) atskleisti politines, kultlirines ir istorines modernaus politinio Zodyno ir,
pirmiausia, valstybés sampratos formavimosi Lietuvoje prielaidas;

d) nagrinéjant valstybés samprata iSrySkinti pagrindines politines paradigmas

dominavusias Lietuvoje ir identifikuoti ju tipologinius bruozus;
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e) iSanalizuoti teorines ir ideologines diskusijas dél valstybés prigimties ir tikslo,
parodant jas kaip ankstesniy debaty tasa ir iSrySkinant problemiSka asmens

santyki su valstybe kaip modernia politija.

Darbo naujumas ir reik§mé

Tyrimas yra naujas ir aktualus dél teoriniy ir praktiniy prieZas¢iy. Pirma, bus
siekiama rekonstruoti dabartinio politinio Zodyno atsiradima: analizuojamos sampraty
iStakos, gincy del koncepcijy prielaidos ir tendencijos. Gyvo valstybés sampratos tapsmo
analizé néra savitikslis dalykas, nes kartu bus pateikta dabartiniy klausimy ir sampraty
geneze, savotiskai ,,istorizuota® Lietuvos politiné mintis ir parodytos istorinés diskusijuy
iStakos. Tam samoningai siekiama analitiSkai atskirti ir suderinti idéjy, savoky ir
politiSkumo istorijos keliamus klausimus ir duodamus atsakymus. Lietuvos akademijos
kontekste bus siekiama derinti filologinius, istorinius ir politinés minties tyrimus, kaip
potencialiai atskleidZian€ius dabartinés visuomenés problematika. Tik rekonstravus
lietuvisko politinio mastymo tradicija, atskleidus pagrinda, kuris apibrézia dabartines
diskusijas, tampa imanoma t¢sti ir plétoti autentiSka politing mintj.

Antra, valstybés savokos atsiradimo ir idéjos kaitos analizé leis geriau suvokti
modernios Lietuvos valstybés tapsma. XX a. Lietuvos valstybés atkiirimui lemiamos
reikSmés turéjo ne tik palankios politinés ir pakitusios socialinés aplinkybés, bet ir
naujas politinés savivokos tipas, kurio analizé ir bus atlickama Siame darbe. Tik tokiu
budu bus galima pasakyti, kas paskatino lietuviSkos politijos id¢jos iSkylima, lemia
dabartinio lietuviy santykio su valstybe specifika ir eventualiai nustatyti galimas
politinés savivokos kaitos formas. Nors analizé pirmiausia skirta intelektualinés istorijos
kismui atskleisti, tafiau jos negalima atsieti nuo bendry visuomenéje vyraujanciy
diskusijy ir sampraty, kuriomis didesniu ar maZesniu mastu vadovaujamasi iki Siol.
Kitaip sakant, darbe bus irodoma, kad lietuviskos politinés minties specifika ir sudétinga
visuomeneés santyki su valstybe nereikéty suvokti tik kaip sovietinio reZimo primestos
ideologijos padarini. Biitina matyti gilesnes Siy problemy iStakas, kurios susijusios su

modernaus politinio mastymo forma.
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Trecia, atsiranda prielaidos kritikuoti kai kuriuos istorinius tyrimus ir atskleisti
mechaninio savoky taikymo aiskinant praeities jvykius klaidinguma. Kaip elegantiskai
tai iSreiSkeé Zenonas Norkus ,,jie [istorikai] apskritai vengia eksplicitiSkai apibrézti savo
naudojamas savokas, o todél neiSvengiamai perima tokia ZodZio ,,imperija* [ir valstybe,
pas. mano] vartosena, kurig diktuoja ty Zodziy reikSmeés susiejimas su tam tikrais
paradigminiais kultiirinés lingvistinés tradicijos, kuriai priklauso ju kasdiené kalba,
politinio diskurso referentais*.* Kitaip sakant, net jei istorinis veikéjas kalba apie
valstybe, néra jokiy priezasCiy teigti, kad jis turi omenyje Siuolaikini valstybés
supratimg. Taip pat istorinio veikéjo negalima matyti kaip ginancio valstybinguma
modernia $ios savokos prasme, jei modernios nacionalinés valstybés samprata jam
apskritai nebuvo Zinoma. Kaip ir negalima mechaniSkai dabartiniy debaty perkelti ir
koncepciju taikyti aiSkinant praeities Lietuvos jvykius.

Ketvirta, integruotos ir Lietuvos atvejui tirti pritaikytos gana naujos Zilros,
susiejancios istorijos, politinés minties ir sociologijos tyrimus. Nors yra studijy,
besiremianciy svarbiausiais anks¢iau minétyjy mokykly autoriais, taikomos strategijos
(vienos savokos tyrimas) Lietuvoje kol kas néra daznos. Be to, néra bandymuy kritiSkai
tvertinti paciy minétyju tyrimo strategiju taikymo galimybiy posovietin¢je erdvéje —
unikali sovietiné patirtis bei jos itakoje besiformuojanti politiné mintis taip ir lieka
Siuolaikiniy politiniy sampraty tyrin€jimy paribyje. Taigi naudojamos teorijos bus
kritiSkai jvertintos ir pritaikytos mazyjy, santykinai veélai savo politini Zodyna

suformavusiy, ,,po-kolonijiniy* visuomeniy politinei istorijai tirti.

Tyrimo metodai

Taikomas tyrimo metodas pirmiausia remsis tokiy mokykly kaip angliakalbés
id¢juy istorijos, Cambridge’o istorijos mokyklos, vokiSkos savoky istorijos ir
pranciiziSkos politiSkumo istorijos prielaidomis. Jos aptariamos teorinéje-metodologinéje
darbo dalyje, taciau Cia svarbu paminéti kelis metodologinius panaSumus, kurie yra
lemiami renkantis jas kaip disertacijos tyrimo programas. Pirma, pagrindiniai ju analizés

objektai yra tekstai ar, tiksliau tariant, kalba. Bitent kalba, vieSojoje erdvéje

3% Zenonas Norkus, Nepasiskelbusi imperija. Vilnius: Aidai, 2009, 174.

31



funkcionuojancios iStaros (angl., utterance), joms poveiki darantys ,,didieji tekstai® yra
svarbiausias tyrimo objektas, i§ kurio daromos atitinkamos iSvados apie politinés sferos
specifika ir transformacija. Nors teksty pasirinkimo, analizés ir reikSmingumo
pagrindimo strategijos Siose mokyklose skiriasi, taiau paprastai tikima, kad biitent
kalbiniy struktiiry analizé padeda geriau perprasti socialing tikrove. Tad ju taikomus
tyrimo metodus galima jvardinti kaip turinio ir diskurso analizg, kurios objektais yra
reikSmingi politiniai tekstai, vadovéliai, enciklopedijos ir kiti raSytiniai Saltiniai,
atspindintys ir kartu formuojantys visuomenés, konkreciy asmeny ar visuomeniniy
grupiy politini mastyma. Toks reikSmingy teksty supratimas neleidZia nusakyti vieno
tiriamo tekstiniy Saltiniy Zanro, taciau igalina nurodyti tam tikrus jos atrankos principus.
Kaip reikSmingi politinés minties tekstai traktuojami tie, kurie: (a) yra ,,politizuoti® —
kalba apie politines savokas, ideologijas, idéjas ar politini procesa, dalyvauja aktualiame
politiniame gince; (b) iSsakomi vieSai ir gali buti ,,girdimi“ reikSmingos politinés
visuomenés grupes; (c) yra Saltiniai, kuriais remiamasi jy paraSymo ar iSsakymo metu
arba véliau gyvenusiy autoriy, nurodant juos kaip svarbius politinés tikrovés suvokimui.

Antra, jos visos atkreipia démesi 1 modernybés, kaip esminio liZio
tasko/slenkscio politiniame mastyme, svarba. Interpretuojant modernybg kaip riba, kuri
Zenklino radikaliai naujos politinés sistemos ir taip pat politinio Zodyno susiformavima
(valstybés, state, savokos iSkilimas tapo biudingas biitent Siam laikotarpiui),
neiSvengiama lyginimo skirtingais istoriniais laikotarpiais. Kitaip sakant, antroji
metodologiné prieiga gali buti jvardijama kaip lyginamoji istoriné (idéjy) analizé —
nuosekliai nagrinéjamos istorinés idéjos susiformavimo aplinkybés arba lyginamas
savokos turinys skirtinguose istoriniuose laikotarpiuose.

Trecia, kaip specifini metoda galima paminéti hermeneuting rekonstrukcijg. Jau
pats siekis kontekstualizuoti idéjas, bandant pagristi ju atsiradima, nustatyti jy funkcijas
ir prasmes lietuviSkoje politin¢je mintyje nurodo ,,supratimo* paradigmos svarba Siai
disertacijai. Siuo atveju tik galima patikslinti, kad ,,hermeneutinis ratas* atrodo taip: (a)
politinio veikéjo, mastytojo ar teoretiko negalima suprasti nesuvokiant, kokia politijos
koncepcija jis rémési; (b) pastarosios supratimas yra neatsiejamas nuo autoriaus
kasdienés gyvenamosios situacijos bei gyvenamojo laiko ir asmeniniy motyvy; (c) tiek

politinis ,,mastytojas®, tiek pati politiné savoka funkcionuoja platesniame politinés
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kultiiros reik§miy ir rei$kiniy kontekste. Sios trys tyrimo dimensijos bus reik§mingos ir

Sioje disertacijoje.

Darbo struktira

Darbas suskirstytas i SeSias dalis. Pirmojoje pateiktos teorinés ir metodologinés
blisimo tyrimo prielaidos, aptartos mokyklos, kuriomis remiamasi atliekant Lietuvos
atvejo tyrima. Antrojoje, siekiant geriau suprasti Siuolaikinés valstybés sampratos
modernuma, apzvelgiamos ,,iki-valstybinés‘ lietuvi§kos savokos, apibréZiancios politija.
Treciojoje pateiktos uZsienio autoriy, kalbéjusiy apie valstybés idéja, iZvalgos ir
pateikiama valstybés savokos atsiradimo istorija Lietuvoje. Ketvirtojoje plétojamas
valstybés savokos atsiradimo Lietuvoje klausimas, t.y., iSnagrinétos tolesnis valstybés
savokos formavimasis — kada valstybés tapo aSine savoka ir ka ji iprasmino. Paskutinés
dvi dalys bus skirtos valstybés sampratos sklaidai aptarti. Penktojoje — identifikuotos
ideologinés* tarpukario nuostatos dél valstybés prasmés ir turinio. Sestojoje —
nurodytos dviejy pokario kalbéjimo budy, sovietinio ir iSeivijos, apie valstybe kryptys

bei pristatyti bandymai ,,rekonceptualizuoti“ valstybe Sajidzio metais®’.

Svarbiausi rezultatai ir tyrimo iSvados

1. Disertacijoje buvo siekiama atskleisti teorines ir istorines modernios valstybés
sampratos Lietuvoje atsiradimo prielaidas, formavimosi ypatumus bei svarbiausius jos
raidos bruozus nuo XVI a. iki dabartinés nepriklausomos valstybés atkiirimo.
Nagrin¢jant modernios valstybés sampratos sklaida ir kaita remtasi politinés minties

analizés mokyklomis, kurios sutelkia démesi i kalba (iSsakomas idéjas, savokas, kalbines

37 Analizé baigiama Sajiidzio metu plétoty politijos koncepciju apzvalga ir jos santykiu su dabartinémis valstybés
sampratomis. Viena vertus, tai ver¢ia daryti praktinis supratimas, kad po devyniasdeSimtyjy atsiradusios galimybés
ginti ir plétoti skirtingas politiSkumo vizijas 1émé nepaprastai didelj kieki literattiros, publicistikos ir tyrimy
atsiradima, kuriy vert¢ Siuo metu jvertinti gana sunku. Kita vertus, tenka pripazinti, kad dauguma dabar plétojamy
koncepciju vis dar yra glaudZziai susijusios su ankstesnémis politinémis paradigmomis ir nepaisant to, kad atsiranda
galimybés politinés minties inovacijoms (visgi tiek galimybé susipaZinti su Vakary politiniais teoretikais, tiek
realls politiniai poky¢iai, pvz., istojimas { ES lemia naujos polemikos atsiradima), vieSojoje erdvéje vis dar néra
esmingai besiskirianciy naujoviy.
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praktikas) kaip { svarbig politinés veiklos dalj. Atlikta analiz¢ grindZiama prielaida, kad
naujy politiniy savoky atsiradimas laikytinas ir naujy politinio mastymo paradigmy
formavimosi ir isitvirtinimo poZymiu. Kitaip sakant, pats modernios valstybés savokos
atsiradimas ir jos prasmés pokyciai liudija reikSmingas bet kurios Salies kulttrinio,
socialinio ir politinio gyvenimo transformacijas. Tai reiSkia, kad bet kuriy politiniy
veiksmy ir pokycCiy analizé yra neatsiejama nuo mastymo ir kalbéjimo apie valstybg
budy — tai, kaip yra mastoma apie valstybg ar politija, lemia, kokios praktikos yra
igyvendinamos ir kokios institucijos kuriamos. Tokiu btudu diskusijos dél modernios
valstybes transformacijy Lietuvoje papildomos politinés minties istorijos perspektyva.
Pirmiausia ji padeda rekonstruoti ir geriau suprasti Lietuvos politinés minties tradicija.
Tik jos supratimas leidzia susiformuoti savikritiSka politikos moksly santyki su
iSsakomomis ir plétojamomis id€jomis. Antra, disertacijoje pateikiama filosofinio-
istorinio lygmens valstybés idéjos raidos analizé. Butent valstybés savokos analizeé
padeda geriau paaiskinti problemas bandant nusakyti visuomenés ar asmens santyki su
modernia valstybe, kuri ypa¢ ryski ir Lietuvos vieSojoje erdveje. Trecia, biitent
hermeneutiné Lietuvos politinés minties interpretacija leidZia geriau suprasti politini
veiksma kaip konkretaus politinio mastymo padarini, t.y. interpretuoti politing mintj kaip
svarby politings istorijos démeni.

2. Vienas svarbiausiy politinés minties pokyCiy modernybéje yra nauji politijos
konceptualizavimo biidai. Ankstyvojoje Lietuvos politin¢je rastijoje uZ¢iuopiama savita
politijos konceptualizavimo forma, kuri sietina su lenkiskaja tradicija ir tur¢jo rySkius
viduramZisko mastymo apie politija bruoZus. Idéjine prasme ji aiSkiai siejama su
sakralios prigimties vieSpatyste ir/ar karalyste, o savoky semantika nurodé sasajas su
valdanciuoju subjektu. Nuo XVIII a. pab. — XIX a. pr. galima kalbéti apie modernios
valstybés sampratos isigaléjima apibréZiant politija. Akivaizdu, kad kaip ir Europos
politinés minties tradicijoje, Lietuvoje valstybés savoka tapo iSreiSkiamas abstraktus,
efektyvus valdymo organizavimas. Sis politijos kaip valdymo principo supratimas
ypatingai aiSkiai reprezentuoja politijos konceptualizavimo biidai Ryty ir Vidurio
Europoje — panstwo, gosudarstvo arba lietuvisSkai valstybé semantiskai nurodé¢ ne bikle,
statusa, bet valdymo ir pavaldumo santykius. Valstybés savoka modernybéje tampa

aSine ir sintetinancia — joje glidi daugelis aktualiy politinés tikrovés sampratos aspekty.
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3. Lietuviskos raStijos analizé parodé, kad tik XIX a. pradzioje S. Daukantas,
pasitelkdamas skolini i§ latviy kalbos, iveda valstybés termina, kuris tuo metu buvo
suprantamas kaip atitinkantis lenkiSka panstwo terming. Valstybés savokos, kaip
svarbiausios jprasminant politija, isigal¢jimas lietuviy kalboje Zenklino modernaus
politinio mastymo atsiradima. Iki pat XVIII a. vartojami terminai politijai iSreikSti buvo
kunigaikStyste, karalysté, ponyste, vieSpatysté ar bindrysté, visatiné (pastarosios dvi
savokos yra atitinka lenkiSka savoka rzeczpospolita). Sie terminai vienaip ar Kkitaip
nurod¢ konkrety valdanti bei tam tikra politing bukle kurianti subjekta ir skyrési nuo
abstraktaus modernios valstybés supratimo, kurio Serdyje gliidi anonimiskas valdymas.
Daukantas, ivesdamas valstybés savoka, Zenklino naujos lietuviSskos kalbinés ir
interpretacinés tikrovés kirima ir turéty buti vertinamas kaip intelektualas padéjgs
pamatus modernios lietuviSkos politinés minties sklaidai. Savoky istorijos poZitriu tai
reiSkia, kad butent jis pasiiilé valstybés terming, kuris nurodé konkrety valdantj subjekta,
suvereng ar valdymierq. Visgi kur kas svarbesné savoka politijai iSreikSti jam buvo uke.
Idéju istorijos prasme atkreiptinas démesys 1 tai, kad pasaulietinio suvereno kuriama
valstybé ne tik néra tapati socialinei tvarkai, Gikei, bet ir yra ne tokia gera kaip uké. Sia
prasme Daukantas aiSkiai atstovauja apSvietos visuomeninés sutarties doktrinai, kurioje
valstybe¢ yra individy sutarimo padarinys. Daukanto pasitlyta konceptualiné inovacija ir
moderni politiné mintis netapo dominuojancia iki pat XIX a. pab.—XX a. pradZios.
Pirmiausia tai rodo Valanciaus politin¢ publicistika. Reaguojant 1 modernios politinés
pasitelkiant katalikiSkos doktrinos principus. Teigiama, kad pirminis pasaulietinés
valdZzios uZdavinys yra sukurti palankias salygas iSganymui, o ji pati atspindi ir turi
orientuotis 1 Dievo nustatyta transcendenting tvarka, kurioje yra aiSkus aukSciausias
vieSpats. Svarbu ir tai, kad Cia atsiskleidZia tradicinis, su aiSkiai apibréZtu suverenu
susietas, politijos supratimas — biitent per valdantiji asmeni nusakoma pati politija, pvz.,
ciecoryste.

4. XIX a. pab. - XX a. pr. politijos sampratos modern¢jimo istorija galima
apibadinti i§ keliy skirtingy perspektyvu. Zvelgiant i§ savoky istorijos perspektyvos yra
akivaizdu, kad siekiant modernizuoti lietuviy kalba buvo ieSkoma tinkamos savokos
politijai iSreiksti. Kurj laika, ypac kalbant apie sieki iprasminti Lietuva kaip asmeniui

aktualy darini, ,,AusSroje” pirmumas teiktas tévynés savokai. Taciau véliau isitvirtino
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vieSpatystes, kaip pasaulietinio vieSpaties valdomo darinio, ar valstijos, kaip valsCiuy
daugybes, savokos. Tik 1905 m. DidZiojo Vilniaus Seimo iSvakarése vieSumoje aktyviai
pradéta vartoti valstybés savoka, kuri neturéjo tokio religinio ir suverena iSreiSkiancio
kriivio kaip vie$patysté ir nenurodé tik teritorijy visumos kaip valstija. Zitrint i§ idéju
istorijos perspektyvos akivaizdu, kad XIX a. pab. pradéjo ryskeéti esminés paradigminés
skirtys tarp politijos supratimo. Identifikuotini trys Sio supratimo modeliai: poetinis-
kultiirinis, politija matantis kaip t€vyng, konkreciai neapibrézta asmeninés veiklos erdve
ir tiksla; tradicinis-katalikiSkas, politija vertinantis atsizvelgiant i skirtj tarp dangiskos ir
ZemiSkos vieSpatysCiy, t.y. teigiantis, kad politiné tvarka yra priklausoma nuo
transcendentinés, Dievo nustatytos, tvarkos; ir modernus-pozityvistinis supratimas,
aktyviai plétojantis individo valdymo(si) efektyvuma pabréZiancia valstybés samprata.

5. Disertacijoje teigiama, kad XX a. pradzioje Lietuvoje jau atpaZistamos keturios
dominuojancios ideologijos, kurios skirtingai vertina valstybés prigimti. Pirmoji i$ ju,
organiSkoji, laikytina bandymu modernizuoti katalikiska politing minti. Jos pagrindinis
iSeities taskas yra dualios asmens prigimties supratimas. Viena vertus, jame yra
gamtiSkas, kiiniSkiems poreikiams paklistantis pradas — individas; kita vertus, jis yra
dvasiné ir laisva biitybé — asmuo. Valstybé turéty besalygiskai tarnauti Zmogaus-asmens
prigim¢iai, padéti realizuoti jo tobuléjimo tikslus, taciau tuo pat metu ji galima tik esant
racionaliam Zmogui-individui, kuris siekia ZemiSkosios geroveés ir interesy. Atsispiriant
nuo prigimtinio Zmogaus dualumo, skiriant Zmogy-individa ir Zmogy-asmeni, teigiama,
jog valstybés uZduotis yra riipintis Zmogumi-individu, taip uZtikrinant galimybes tobuléti
Zmogui-asmeniui. Tokiu biidu individas gali buti palenktas valstybei, bet pati valstybé
palenkta asmeniui. Atkreiptinas démesys ir 1 subtilius skirtumus, kuriuos galima izZvelgti
pacioje organiskoje doktrinoje: jei SalkauskiSkas asmuo reprezentuoja transcendentini, su
dieviSka tvarka susijusi, Zmogaus prada, tai maceiniSka asmenybé ,,pranoksta‘“ valstybe
ne ontologiSkai, bet egzistenciskai, kaip niekada iki galo nepaZistamas laisvas subjektas,
sudarantis tautos pamata. Tad pati moderni valstybé, suprantama kaip valdymas(is), Sioje
koncepcijoje yra reikalingas, ta¢iau ne butinas darinys siekiant pagrindinio tikslo —
Zmogaus-asmens tobuléjimo.

6. Antroji ideologiné nuostata valstybés atZvilgiu yra tautininkiSka. Nors ji daznai
sutapatinama su organiSkaja, taciau skiriasi jau pamatinés jy politinés minties nuostata —

tautininkai nepripaZista asmens dualumo ir kalba tik apie socialinéje saveikoje
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dalyvaujantj individa. Nors esminé socialiné organizacija ijvardijama taip pat (tauta),
taCiau tautininkai i$ jos ,,pasSalina“ laisva asmeni, o su juo ir transcendentini Zmogaus
buvimo matmenj. Nedalomu visetu tampanti tauta suvokiama kaip dvasinis vienis,
kuriame, kaip aukStesnés prigimties darinyje, tarpsta visos kitos socialinés organizacijos.
Tad keiciasi pati organiSkumo samprata — jis praranda filosofini-ontologini aspekta ir
pradedamas traktuoti sociologistiSkai — individas (jokiu bidu ne Zmogus-asmuo)
saveikauja su socialiniu organizmu atlikdamas tam tikra apibrézta funkcija. Kaip ir
organiS$koje mokykloje, tautai pripaZistama savarankiSka egzistencija, taCiau, skirtingai
nei pirmojoje, ji pranoksta ir uZgozia asmeni, todél Sis gali save jprasminti tik
subordinuodamas save tautai. Kitaip nei Maceinos atveju, ¢ia ne valstybé yra tautos
objektyvacija, bet prieSingai — pati valstybé objektyvuoja asmenj ir tauta, suteikia jiems
istoring prasmg ir reikSme. Teigdami, kad valstybé ikiinija tauta jie kartu ja pripaZino
savarankiSku socialiniu organizmu, turin€iu dvasig ir savo autonomiskus tikslus, kurie
vertinami kaip aukStesni nei Zmogaus tikslai.

7. Trecioji ideologiné nuostata — liaudininkiSka-demokratiné — taip pat eliminuoja
viena dualistinés Zmogaus prigimties paradigmos elementa — Zmogy-asmeni — ir
pripazista tik Zmogu-individa. Individas §ioje teorijoje yra racionali ir samoninga biitybe,
kuri siekia maksimizuoti savo gerovg. Buvimas visuomenéje yra nattralus tiek, kiek
natiralu bendradarbiauti siekiant savo interesy. Taigi bet koks socialumas yra tik
nattiralios samoningy individy saveikos padarinys. Jo tikslas — padéti realizuoti individo
geroves siekius. Pasalinus Zmogaus-asmens dimensija Zmogus yra ,.iSlaisvinamas* i§ bet
kokios antgamtinés dvasinés tvarkos, kuria pripaZista krikS¢ioniSkos organistinés
valstybés teorijos; paSalinus valstybg kaip specifinés dvasinés tvarkos dimensija, kuria
pripaZista tautininkiSka valstybés doktrina, individas tampa vieninteliu galimu tvarkos
Saltiniu. Pagrindinis individualaus (nebe asmeninio-kultiirinio) gyvenimo elementas Cia
yra visuomen¢ kaip socialiniy saveiky ir santykiy visuma. Ji daZniausiai suprantama kaip
racionalios juridinés ir ekonominés saveikos, kurios perZengia bet koki kultiring
skirtinguma, t.y., savivaldi ir suvereni visuomené potencialiai neturi jokiy riby ir gali
apimti visa Zmonija. Valstybé Siuo atveju yra tik dirbtinis susitarimas, sudarytas
individualiems poreikiam tenkinti ir visuomeninei tvarkai palaikyti. Valstybé reiSkiasi
tik kaip anonimiSkas darinys, turintis absoliucia galia, t.y., aiSkaus galio subjekto

neturintis suverenas.
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8. Kairioji, socialdemokratiné ir komunistiné politiné¢ mintis, kaip ir liaudininkai-
demokratai pripaZista valstybg kaip absoliu¢iai suvereny socialini darini, kuris padeda
realizuoti tam tikry individy interesus. TaCiau Zmogaus-asmenybés Cia negali buti, nes
atmetamos bet kokios prielaidos apie ji kaip savarankiska kiir¢ja (jis gali iSreiksti tik
objektyvy istorini vyksma); Zmogus-individas ¢ia néra svarbus, nes jis téra dalis klasés ir
apibreéztas klasinés ideologijos (jis gali iSreiksti tik objektyvius istorinés raidos désnius).
Radikalus ekonomizmas, neiSvengiamas individo priklausymas tam tikrai klasei, kuri
lemia jo veiksmus, ir valstybés kaip valdanciyjy irankio supratimas leido atmesti laisvo,
savarankiSkai sprendZian¢io asmens samprata, o pati valstybé isivaizduota Kkaip
nesavarankiska ir i§ esmés nereikalinga. Valstybé tapo neigiamu, ,,pertekliniu® ir ateityje
iSnyksian¢iu dariniu, kuris kol kas gali biti toleruojamas kaip priemoné kurti
pageidaujama tikrove. Sia prasme kairioji politiné mintis traktuotina kaip i§ esmés anti-
valstybine.

0. Po II-ojo Pasaulinio karo salygos savarankiSkos politinés minties plétotei buvo
nepalankios. ISeivija daugiau sprendé¢ praktinés politikos, bet ne teorijos problemas, o
soviety Lietuvoje politiné mintis veikiau atspindéjo Maskvoje vyravusias ir aprobuotas
paradigmas, todél ji negaléjo plétotis laisvai ir savarankiSkai. ISeivijoje kaip ypatingai
rySkios vertintinos dvi mastymo kryptys — katalikiSkoji bei santykinai nauja liberalioji.
Pirmoji, atsizvelgiant { liberalaus-demokratinio diskurso dominavima Vakaruose, kiek
modifikavo tarpukario Lietuvos organiSkosios minties tradicija dar labiau pabréZdama
laisvo, tauting-kultiring tvarka kuriancio asmens svarba. Antroji iSreiSké bandymus
1diegti tariamai nauja liberalia mastymo krypti, kuri, reikia pripaZinti, id¢jine prasme
buvo gana artimai susijusi su jau nuo varpininky prasidéjusia liaudininkiSka-demokratine
tradicija, pabréZusia individo laisve ir demokratiSkos (santarieiy koncepcijoje —
liberalios) valstybeés idéja.

10.  Sovietingje Lietuvoje oficialusis diskursas iSplétojo kairigsias anti-valstybines
valstybés teorijas. Toliau traktuojant valstybe kaip vienos klasés priespaudos iranki,
naudojama prieS kitas klases, buvo teigiama, kad SSRS ikiinijja pusiau-valstybeg ir
ilgainiui kaip valstybé turés sunykti. Tuo pat metu iSliko ir véliau buvo aktualizuotas
teisinis-pozityvistinis valstybés kaip suverenaus tam tikro teritorinio darinio supratimas.
Galima teigti, kad tai buvo susij¢ tiek su kintancia visasajungine politine praktika,

kuomet buvo stengiamasi iSrySkinti administracines valstybés funkcijas, tiek su iSlikusia

38



sasaja su tarpukario teisine tradicija, kuria reprezentavo tarpukariu mokslus baige
Lietuvos teisininkai. Siy dviejy tradicijy samplaika, kartais pasitelkiant organiika bei
liberaly Zodyna, atsispindéjo ir SajudZio debatuose. Nors valstybés idé€jos nebuvo
kritiSkai apmastomos, bet vis délto ir Siuo atveju Lietuvos vieSojoje erdvéje
pasireikSdavo ,,tradiciniai* politinés minties ir mastymo apie valstybg elementai. Atlikta
analizé¢ leidzia teigti, kad nuo sovietmecio Lietuvoje buvo perimtas legalistinis-
administracinis valstybés supratimas, kuris akcentuoja juriding ir abstrakCig valstybés

puse bei prieSpriesina pilieting visuomeng/liaudi ir valstybg ikiinijancia valdzia.
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