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FOREWORD

The previous, ninth tome d?egion and Regionalismeleased in 2009,
was entirely related to the issue of historicaliorg. It spurred an ongoing
discussion among the political geographers, whechtd the conclusion that
the topic should be continued in the following toaidR&R. That is why the
present tome has been also dedicated to the idsimstorical regions,
focusing mainly orHistorical regions in the structures of Europeanin

A large number of articles, as well as the widecspen of their topics,
resulted in tome 10, being divided into 2 volumiebds also been a common
practice in case of the previous four editionshefRegion and Regionalism
series since 2003).

Volume 1, tittedGeneralproblems and policy of European Union towards
historical regions,is mainly related to general issues of historieions,
functioning within the EU and its policy towardthistorical regions. The
presented tome is a result of the cooperation Btwhe authors, mainly
political geographers from Italy, Israel, Poland &lovenia.

The tome begins with the part titlg@eneral issugsdedicated to the
issues of historical regions’ functioning withiretstate structures.

The first article in this part is Gideon Bige!®n nations and interna-
tional boundariesdedicated to the tendency of nations’ distingniglthem-
selves with international borders but at the samme thations being born
within the arbitrarily established state bordensthe next articléEurope of
regions” — the discourse on the future of Europagdalena Deptuta con-
centrates on the issue of the Europe of regiommawf the main paradigms
of the EU’s regional policy, as opposed to the Ber@f motherlands or
Europe of states paradigm, in the perspective efftiure EU policy. The
following paper, written by Alessandro Vital€he re-emergence of histori-
cal regions, cities and enclaves in Europe vs.Bbks integration concepts,
processes and realitys dedicated to the process of recreating histbrica
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regions and enclaves within the EU space. The fiest of volume 1 is
concluded with Roman Szul's articleharismatic personalities of mixed
ethno-cultural background and their role in natiemaovements in Central-
-Eastern Europewhich addresses the key historical charactersniaed
ethnical origin, who contributed to the developmehnational movements
in Central and Eastern Europe.

Part two of volume 1 contains elaborations on tbkcp of the Western
EU member states towards the historical regiddstgrical regions in
Western member states of the European Union

It begins with an article by Ryszattelichowski, titled Crises in the
Brussels-Capital Region. Will Belgium survive 20l1tiedicated to the
current political situation in Belgium, where a \brecord on the “lack of
government period” has just been beaten. It resudtsly from the conflict
on the border of the autonomic regions in the skedaBrussels-Halle-
-Vilvoorde (BHV) area. The second article in thestpof the present tome is
written by Marek Sobczski and is related télistorical region of Luxem-
bourg in the structures of EUt is a case study of Luxembourg, as both state
and, in a wider territorial sense, a historicalioag This chapter is concluded
with Joanna Szczepankiewicz-Battek’s article larstatia as a subject of
historical geography research

The last, third part of volume 1 is titlétistorical regions in Alpen-Adria
Region A significant share of this topic in the RegiondaRegionalism
series results from the fact that Department ofitital Geography and
Regional Studies of the University of tbds participating in the Upper
Adriatic Geographers’ Forum, which resulted in bBshing contacts with
political geographers from lItaly, Slovenia, Austaad the Balkans, who
actively contribute to the R&R series.

The first article in this part is the elaboratiop kernej Zupagic, titled
Geopolitics or geochessistics: The historical bosdef the Balkans between
small and big players. A critical analysiShe author presents an interesting
analysis of geopolitics and “geo-chess game” (“hessistics”) played by
the superpowers in the Balkans. The next articjeAbtonio Violante, is
dedicated to the historical role of the town of &¢erin Montenegro, as
a transition zone between the Slavic and Venetiailisations (Perast,
historical frontier town between Venice and thevilavorld). The tome is
concluded with Sandra Gladanac’s work, titkédsovo’s cultural heritage:
unbearable weight or fundaments to build owpkere the author deals with
a very up-to-date issue of Kosovo’s cultural hegetaand the future of this
geopolitical unit.
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The editors hope that the articles, gathered m ttinine, will broaden the
knowledge on historical regions and their functngniwithin the political-
administrative structures of the modern world amdbva all, within the
member states of European Union, and will becomi@gpiration for further
investigation and research of this phenomenon.

Marek Sobcziski and Andrzej Rykata
Department of Political Geography
and Regional Studies, University of tz6d
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ON NATIONSAND INTERNATIONAL
BOUNDARIES

1. INTRODUTION

Our world today is divided between more than 2Gtednt independent
countries and the numbers seem to continue to @it World..., 2010).
Much of the new independent states, which were éorrduring the last
decades, were formed according to national critdrfaus, united, multina-
tional Yugoslavia became six or seven (the indepeoe of Kosovo is still
under debate) independent states, not to mentkb@esi new national states,
which emerged out of the former Soviet Union. Thieation of Czech
Republic and Slovakia as well as East Timor, wae Ahsed on the national
criteria. Moreover, the revival of ethnic natiosali with many people
fighting for political freedom and territorial irgaty on the basis of ethnic
identity and solidarity can create more independiaties in the future. On
the other hand, there are many independent statesh are not based on
national or ethnic criteria, such as Canada, Sdédtica or even Belgium.
The European Union as a multinational entity, adl we the worldwide
discussion about “borderless world” might point aoother direction, in
which the national identity would not be a majoaidcter of a state.

There is no single definition of what constituteople, nation or ethnic
group.The Encyclopedia of the peoples of the world (Gonen, 1993) used some
criteria for definition, either alone or in combiima: common history; distinct
language, shared traditions, religion, or folklocemmon identity maintai-
ned in the face of strong pressures to assimitaié;designation and territo-
rial concentration. There are about 2000 entriealinly with different people
presented in this encyclopaedia as compared wsthtlean about 150 nation
states. This raises a question — who is entitldtht@ an independent state?
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The aim of this presentation is to deal with theerall pattern of the
nation states versus the non-nation states intmbloew, especially with the
relations between nations, boundaries and states.

2. NATION STATESVERSUS
MULTINATIONAL STATES

The majority of independent states of the world adays are those,
which are based on their national character. BackR975, Richard Muir
(Muir, 1975) presented, after KennethMinogue (Minogue, 1967), a three-
fold classification of form of nationalism (origilha sixfold but the other
three are not within a state):

1. The ante-state nationalism which developed kef@coming a nation
state.

2. Post-state nationalism which was developed friotegrations of
diverse cultural, cocooned within an existing state

3. Third World nationalism, which is the nationalisof peoples who
came together under a program of resistance aganlwstialism.

Nowadays, there are numerous new states, whichgeehevithout resi-
stance against a colonial government. Therefore,sdtond and the third
categories can be merged into one. Thus, a worklwielw can present two
main models for the relation between nations aatest The first one is the
European-Asian (the Old World) model and the otlsethe American-
-African (the New World) model. As one of the matharacteristics of
a modern state is its international boundary, whdelimits its territorial
sovereignty, one can present this nation state hesl@ nation-boundaries
model (Biger, 1995).

The first model presents the classical nation stagesituation in which
a nation exists long before its state's internalidroundary is demarcated
and the boundary is placed in order to include ashvas the people of that
nation. Thus, Poland is the country of the Polesvall as Sweden and
Thailand are the country of the Swedish and thei Pleaple. This model
applies mainly to Europe and Asia — the old wo@it of more than 45
independent states of Europe, only eight are nit &ound a dominating
nation. Thus, the five tiny states of Lichtensteiyxemburg, Monaco,
Andorra (also the only country in which the Catalanguage is the official
language of the country) and San Marino are nasatal nation states. The
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other three include Belgium, Switzerland and, tmsaextent, Spain. Those
three seem to fit the other model. Asia's indepehdéates mostly fit the
same pattern, although there are some exceptiudhs, being the largest one.
Despite the fact, that most of modern boundariethefAsian states were
formed by the colonial powers, they were basicdiyimited according to
the dispersion of the dominative nation, inhabitimg area. Most inde-
pendent nation states have some minorities, whichal see themselves as
connected to the dominant nation but most countresstill nation state
countries.

The second model presents a situation, in whichd#drearcation of the
boundary line is the basic force in creating aamatln such case, a new state
was formed, with boundaries which have nothingaawith the dispersion of
tribes, peoples or nations and the inhabitant&isfgarticular political area,
became, through a long process, a nation, whichniexer existed before.
This model can characterize the American and Africantinents — The New
World countries. Thus, Argentina and the Canadiations, as well and the
Nigerian nation were created by those who livehie &area demarcated by
a line, as they had never existed as a nation &efdrerefore, it seems that in
all independent countries in the American continénaim Canada to Chile,
where nationhood is present nowadays, no natiorelriadexisted before the
independent states were created. Some of the loike@s and nations,
together with new immigrants from all over the vdoriningled and created
the new nation. In Africa the process was a bited#nt. With some excep-
tions, like Ethiopia, and to some extent Moroccd &gypt, most of the new
African states were created on the basis of adtraige, colonial borders,
which never took the existence of nations and $rib& consideration. Thus
nearly all African independent states have a mafitimal or multicultural
society, which is trying to form a united natiorthin its boundaries.

The European states of Spain, Belgium, Switzerkamdl the Asian state
of India can also fit this model, although they am situated in the New
World realm.

3. THE EXEMPTION OF THE MIDDLE EAST

The Middle East, apart from Egypt, is the southtesspart of the Asian
continent. As the cradle of civilization, it belangn historical sense, to the
Old World. However, its nation-boundaries relatitis more to the New
World model rather than the Old World model. Upatibut a hundred years
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ago, the whole area was inhabited mainly by onemat the Arabs, with
some minorities, all under the regime of the Ottontampire. The main
exceptions were the Turks, a Moslem nation migréteah central Asia, and
the Persians, another unique Moslem nation. Europeandate regimes,
manly held by Great Britain and France, dictateédi which separated the
Middle Eastern Arab nation into different mandageritories, later trans-
formed into independent states. The mandate ponevsr looked at the
dispersion of inhabitants of the area, thus crgatiew, independent states,
which had no unique history of their own.

By this process, which took place in the 1920s, $iwtes of Iraq,
Lebanon, Syria, Jordan (then called Transjordad)Relestine were created
“out of the blue”. This process led to the creatiohthe Syrians, the
Lebanese, the Jordanians, the Iragis and otheonsativhich had never
existed before and were created by the boundamessed on the Middle
East by the Europeans. Most of those independextésstare trying to
develop their unique nationhood but it seems thatttibal, religious and
other obstacles prevent it from happening. The s&eld true for the
Palestinians. A true Palestinian is one, who livethe area called Palestine,
created by the British in 1920. The name itself dad exist in the formal
division of the Ottoman Empire (Biger, 1981). Thegw® lived in the British
Palestine between 1920 and 1947 and their offs@iad?alestinians, which
never been united as a unique nation, before Britagated Palestine.
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“EUROPE OF REGIONS” — THE DISCOURSE
ON THE FUTURE OF EUROPE

1. THE ORGINS OF THE CONCEPT

Europe has always been and remains very much @eanhtof regional
identities. This notion, mostly popular in mid 1888nd 1990s, is still a sub-
ject of numerous debates on the future of our oenti

Whereas, in late 1990s the crisis of the natiotedtas been emphasized,
the role that regions and regionalism played inokaan Community was
becoming more and more significant. Already in 198&ns Mommsen
wrote that “the nation is dead, long live the redioln 1992 Tom Nairn
stated that regions had become the key part afifweission about European
Union. Few years later John Newhouse argued tlegidnalism, whether
within or across national borders, is Europe’s entrand future dynamic”
(1997). Even such a short retrospective provegtieest of this issue, which
become the fundamental aspect in the contemporsecyssion on “Europe of
Regions” (Applegate, 1999).

The idea of “Europe of Regions” has been aroundiémades, though not
necessarily in any coherent form. It has been d®#h, as a slogan and
utopian vision for regionalists (Loughlin, 1996; r&@s-Alomar et al., 1994).
As a concept, it emerged relatively recently in theropean arena and it
concerned mostly the tendencies in European irtiegraince the mid 1980s.
Its origins can be found in earlier more or ledtiemtial works of, amongst
the others, Leopold Kohr, Denies de Rougemont or Beraud. This set of
political thinkers preoccupied by the aim to crette political framework
that would guarantee peace and democracy, defirengletely alternative
political agenda for Europe based on regional 8marice, which simul-
taneously presented their skeptical attitudes tdsvathe supranational
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federation. However, despite sharing the commoipgse, their visions of
the role of regions in Europe were different. Leldpi§ohr, one of the most
prominent idealists from above set, argued thafptinecipal cause of war is
the critical mass of power achieved by states (1967is opinion the bigger
the power and size of the state, the higher patiemsk of conflict. Therefore,
to preserve the peace Kohr postulated to reorgatétes into smaller natural
units according to notion that small is beautifudldarmless. Different vision
of regions in Europe and a concept that had beeundrfor a number of
years was presented by Denis de Rougem¢h®66). In his further work he
promoted the need to create regions as a way esteblishing the essential
base communities which he saw as a primary elerfremd which the
European Federation can be institutionalized (19T%) the contrary Guy
Héraud focused his attention mainly on the rolesab-national entities in
European federation. He distinguished three passibdels of federation:
economic regions model of federation based on enanboundaries, historic
regions model of federation and ethnic model ofefatdon, which as he
reckoned, was the most optimal political structtviereover, he saw Europe
as a federation of regions as opposed to a comistnuof artificial nation-
-states (Héraud, 1968, 1974).

Despite diverse approaches and differences in aegtation, all of these
three ways of seeing the region present the examipkbstract idealism,
based mostly on moral values. Paradoxically howetley underline the
need to defeat the current political organizatibthe state. These visions of
their authors never came out beyond the utopiaa &tel never took realistic
forms, although what is worth emphasizing the efidhe 20" century
witnessed a complex of economic and political psses that influenced
development of European regions activities, seenetimes as a kind of
successful regional emancipation. The idealisticcepts were formed prior
to the political processes of decentralizationjaeal economic development
and interregional cooperation that increased int&/asEurope during 1980s
and 1990s. These processes were the result ofxteeseon of European
integration that influenced the creation of newcpetion, expectations and
interests of governments on sub-national level @aAlomar et al., 1994).

In the late 1980s and 1990s, the term “Europe gfidts” became almost
a commonplace. It has been used to describe @étgpactivities which have
some sort of relationship with sub-national ergiti@mongst other things, it
became an argument propounded by national andn@&gmovements or
parties in their quest for a greater share of powreas a theoretical con-
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ception on which to base their demands for indeproél It was also applied
by some national governments in order to gain tbefigancial support for
their territories.

This wide reference to the regional dimension Has ked to adoption of
the concept of “Europe of Regions” by the media a&odne sector of
literature. In this way, little by little sub-natial entities acquired greater
protagonism in political, economic, social and erdt spheres. On the other
hand, nation-states experience a progressive erasitheir powers caused
by two factors: the advance in European integratidrich reduces the
autonomous capacity of national governments todgeabout their future
independently, as well as increasing dynamism gibreal entities noticeable
in greater say of regional and local institutionstie management of their
own affairs and, above all, by the up-and-comingn@iv social movements,
which, in some cases, have succeeded in alteringgaestablished balance
of powers between traditional parfieMoreover, in many opinions, regional
dimension was reflecting cultural and national sim within Europe much
better then nation-state dimension, therefore is vahle to tackle more
adequately with problems left unsolved by “obsdletational structures
(Borrds-Alomar et al., 1994).

The concept of “Europe of Regions” provided a backgd to regionalist
party thinking about European integration. Regimtadarties found this idea
attractive because of hostility to centralized egdbut also to the perceived
impact of European institutions in reducing the posvof the state upwards,
whilst the regional level of government would redudbe powers of the state
downwards: a regionalist version of the witheringag of the nation-state
(Lynch, 2007).

! Regional parties in Scotland, Catalonia and ingBasCountry have used the
concept of the “Europe of Regions” in order to egige moderate voters. In their opinion
the idea of consolidation of the European Commundtyobsolete as states have
accomplished their historical task.

2 The example of the power of regional movementsésrise of the Lega Lombarda
and the Lega Nord in ltaly. These parties have eeaed, in less than five years, in
gathering more than 10% of the national vote andentban 30% in their regional
strongholds. This rapid outbreak has turned thelevitalian political situation upside
down and greatly contributed to the collapse ofasiblished political system.
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2. REGIONS AT THE EUROPEAN UNION ARENA

In the late 1980s and early 1990s the idea of “peirof Regions” gained
political attention within the European Union. 98B, due to European
Union’s structural fund reforms, regional governisegot a new level of
prominence, which resulted in creation of Committdethe Regions as
a corporate and consultative body within the EUesenting all regional and
local governments (Loughlin, 1996; Kennedy, 1997 also resulted in the
passage of the Treaty of European Union (Maasjriettiich gave regional
governments the constitutional ability to represkl@mber State interests
within the Council of Ministers. Together with iitgtional representation
and recognition of regional governments within tBd, the efforts were
undertaken to improve the regional level at subsefEU treaty revisions at
Amsterdam, Nice and then with the Convention on Fo¢ure of Europe
(Lynch, 2007). In 1999 some regional governmentd katablished the
Congress of Local and Regional Authorities in Easophose aim was to
promote the interest of constitutional regions witthe EU. This body also
gave rise to new influential grouping of REGLEG @fes with Legislative
Power) which sought to promote greater represemtafior constitutional
regions in EU, but also to define role for the oggi in the EU constitution, as
well as powers and function between the EU, natiand sub-national level
(Lynch, 2004).

This short review proves that regionalism and negibave experienced
significant development and attention on Europaana however it is only
a small element of what would be a more ambitioisgon of “Europe of
Regions”.

3. THE TENDENCIES OF EUROPEAN INTEGRATION VS.
POSSIBILITIES OF INTERREGIONAL COOPERATION

While looking at the aspect of integration and gral it in the context of
levels on which this process can possibly takeepldds necessary to review
European integration heritage. That will help taifyeand estimate the
potential of the concept of “Europe of Regions” wasll as present the
specificity of integration processes and conditimisiencing them.

It is well known that international integration ashistorical phenomenon
that can be realized only in particular historicataterial and mental
circumstances. It can bring positive as well asatieg effects. All depends
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on the intentions of the countries that contras tiaither difficult process. Past
ideas of integration were very diversified in thaspect, e.g. preferring
humanistic model, aiming at expanding peace antdhedhg, as well as those
(especially German ones) aiming at conquest of hibmigring and other
countries.

Premises of integration were absent already inestants of ancient
thinkers. They related to the need of people faegration into greater social
units — states, for two reasons. One of them waseroed with boundaries
liquidation between hitherto mini-states therefowéh limitation of the
number of wars waged for expansion of territor@s. the other hand, there
was need for power reinforcement towards outerdaegpecially enemies.
Debates on the subject of European integration édieval times had two
aspects: defensive and expansionist, both in usavemnd particular edition.
Universal approach was fully represented by thén@t Church aiming at
integration of Christian Europe against the expamsif Muslim Turkey.
Expansionist aspect was envisaging Turkey's ded@aits territory and its
Christianization. Obviously the then rulers wererenmterested in political
control than in the integration of Christian couggr Disputes on interna-
tional integration at the turn of the W&nd 19' centuries, during so-called
accelerated capitalism development in Western Eyrogre enriched with
two important elements: economic issues and theecaspf national
sovereignty of states.

Especially intensive was the development of vergtimversial German
ideas of regional integration in Central Europett®europd) at the turn of
the 19" and 28 centuries. On one hand they significantly enrichesious
output in the field of international integrationtiwiideas of international
economic integration, which could provide a coumtgght to world
competition. On the other hand, they were accusedmperialism and
national chauvinism. During the interwar periodwseof Europe’s inte-
gration were represented by the Paneuropa moverSame that time the
development of integration ideas was strongly erficed by this doctrine.
After World War I, its impact was even more evitleHaving in mind the
long evolutionary history of integration ideas, ocen state that Europe,
especially its Western part, was sufficiently preplin material, structural
and doctrinal aspects, for realization of economiegration. Unfortunately,

% It is worthy to mention that German ideas of im&igpn (Mitteleuropa) in many
cases went far beyond Central Europe and embracgtbtties of e.g. in Central Africa
or Pacific Ocean.
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in the political elites of Western European cowsrinotably in Germany,
England and Scandinavia (obviously for differenasens), there was an
evident lack of political will for the implementat of this process until the
World War Il. Only after experience of the Secondnld War, after
humiliation by outer-European (global) powers, whietermined the rules
of functioning for European countries and dividéeits influences in this
region, Europe understood that integration of d@sntries is necessary. This
led to the arduous process of practical realizatibmtegration ideas which
resulted in the creation of European Union (Maesza1996).

This short review gives rise to the question alibet room for regional
cooperation in the integration tendencies domindigdhe state level and
political context. Apparently one cannot exist it another. While analy-
zing the influence of the institutional developmehthe European Commu-
nity on the concept and possible practice of thardige of Regions” it is
necessary to establish the link between Commumityragional or sub-state
territorial government. It is also essential toitade the metamorphosis of
this relationship during development of the ComrunThe importance of
regions for the Community, and vice versa, was ersgled already in
preamble of the Rome Treaty (1958) with the statdrtieat one of the aims
of the foundation was to ensure “a harmonious agraent by reducing the
differences existing between the various regiortsthe backwardness of the
less favoured regions”. In fact, not much happeimethis sphere until the
first enlargement of European Community in 1973ome positive changes
were also expected after the establishment of theogean Regional
Development Found in 1975, however with yearsntpdct has been rather
minimal (Kingston, 1990). On the other hand, tteglitional focus on regio-
nal policy has to some extent obscured the sigmfiempact that almost all
sectoral policies of the Community have had onaegi economics and
government (Molle an@appellin, 1988).

Through years the intensity of the influence of toeacept of “Europe of
Regions” and its potency was changing, as has ehtige attitude towards
it. Its significance depended on political situat@and possibilities that were
rising up in specific economic circumstances. Iswaainly up to sub-state
parties that, on smaller or bigger scale, adopkesl ilea to secure their
political, social, autonomous, economic or othéer@sts. Their responses to
Europe and integration processes not only divergesa cases, but also
across time. In spite of this, there are some am@éndencies and common

41t embraced UK, Denmark and Ireland.
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approaches to regionalism and policy evident iroger Eve Hepburn (2008)
distinguished three stages of sub-state party gedigh explains the varied
adoption of the “Europe of Regions” in time.

First stage 1979-1987 was characterized by natgnahd left-wing
animosity to the European project and a focus state as a “giver” of auto-
nomy. At this phase constitutional goals of pantiese not yet tied to project
of European integration. Instead, territorial claimvere state-oriented.
Simultaneously, regional elites were negotiatinthwhe central governments
about their bigger influence over state and redipniicy-making, as well as
the greater scope of autonomy and access to theroes from the state. This
state-centred approach was about to change withntbeasification of the
integration processes and the growing popularita 6Europe of Regions™
concept.

Second period, between 1987 and 1995, experienegdlapment of
trends towards decentralization what was related increasing possibilities
of regional autonomy. At this point parties, premsty seeking independence
perceived alternative form of autonomy which amedrb a special place in
a “Europe of Regions”. The opportunities presertgdEurope seemed to
offer a third way between independence and cestnaliParties started to
regard Europe not only as a “giver” of autonomyt aiso as a centre from
which to secure resources, in particular the strattfunds. During the mid-
-1990s most of them have adopted the goal of “Er@pRegions”, which
was used to support a variety of territorial priggeancluding constitutional
goals (being linked to federalism, devolution andependence), socioeco-
nomic goals (access to European structural fouraig] protectionism
(pushing back European competences). The most targoriewpoint at this
time was “let us in”. However, this way of thinkirsagnd applied strategies in
this time were unsustainable. Despite facing simibgportunities and
challenges in Europe, regional responses to Europetgration varied
widely. While some regional parties viewed Europge an alternative
framework to the state for advancing their autonorothers perceived
integration as a threat, and sought to strengtherstate to prevent Europe
from encroaching on their competences. Furthernmsmme sub-state parties
have advanced diverse understanding of “Europetheeias a set of
opportunity structures or constrains for territbierests.

In the last stage, from 1996 till 2005, partiesdedo question whether
their territorial strategies could be met in Europpevas mainly the reason of
ongoing weakness of the Committee of the Regiongedisas parties’ failure
in gaining guarantees for regional recognitionha European constitution.
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This situation hindered the opportunities for regido act in Europe, but it
also put an end to cross-party consensus on parsagional autonomy in
Europe. In these circumstances, some parties bagdall back on state
channels and revert back to previous state-cemisdion by seeking more
access and resources or protection from the staterder to ward off
unwanted European influences. At the same timesrqibrties began to take
more “Eurosceptical’ positions. The increasing sei$ Euro-skepticism
surrounding the draft of European Constitution ¢adles that parties have
loosened their ties between autonomy claims anévbk/ing regionalization
project. This demonstrate the instrumental natdreub-state party support
for integration, for which adoption of “pro-Europgaattitude was the result
of their policy aiming to receive more resourcesl amcreasing influence
rather than demonstrating long term attitudinalngea Therefore, in this
context, Europeanization can be understood asepastirategy to manipulate
the dimensions of a given political issue, e.goaaiy, economic resources
or protectionism, at the local, state or Europeaels (Hepburn, 2008).

Even despite the 2004 and 2007 enlargements andxision with 12
new member states, the prospects for a “EuropeegfdRs” seem as remote
as ever. However, given the unclear, utopian aspedhe concept, this
should be not surprising.

This brings us to some kind of paradox, wherebyoa& hand, the concept
of “Europe of Regions” has largely been discredded finally has fallen out
of favour, while at the same time, the level ofioegl engagement and
activity in Europe continues to grow at an expor@ntate. Regions
themselves continue to operate actively in Eurdjeir mobilization can be
seen in many different aspects, such as creatioross border regions, trans-
national associations of regional actors or Europésaderations of local
government associations and such like (Hooghe, ;1Rffore, 2007). The
number of regional offices in Brussels, which acegiinternational capital
status for regional and local lobbying, has grovignificantly over past
twenty year3 (Bomberg and Peterson, 1998; Moore, 2006). Regimm

® The establishment of representation in Brussedsbeaome the standard for regions
from EU member states. They were established fdetyaof reasons, such as seeking
founding, playing a political role at EU level, amdising the region’s profile and
connecting with networks and a supranational comityun the proximity of the EU
institutions. The offices’ goals and activities basince converged and they now all seek
to inform, network, lobby, liaise and market foeithregions. Regions with legislative
powers concentrate more on influencing EU policikscause of the diversified range of
functions that regional offices fulfil, they areleeant and useful to their home regions
and likely to be permanent fixtures in Brusselsysseune, Jans, 2008).
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new member states have been racing to set uprépesentative bureaus in
Brussel§ while others, older and more established regioeptesentations

are expanding their capacity in Brussels by depigynore resources, hiring
more staff and moving to larger, better locatedmses in the city (Fig. 1)

(Moore, 2006).
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Fig. 1. The number of regional offices in Bruss&884—2010 (based on Moore, 2007;
Huysseune, Jans, 2008; Homepage of the Brussetgp& Wiaison Office, www.blbe.be)

In any way, representations in Brussels providendapendent profile for
regional actors, and are the most visible formhaf hew regional dynamic.

4. THE PRACTICAL LIMITATIONS
OF THE “EUROPE OF REGIONS”

Having in mind hitherto deliberation, it is necaysep ask about practical
limits to a concept of ‘Europe of Regions’. Carolyfioore from the
University of Birmingham (2007) sees the weaknessthe concept in
diversification of goals of regional actors in Elhdeed, despite their
increasing presence in Brussels, they never managagstallize into single,

® The first regional office was opened in BrussefsBirmingham City Council in
1984. Since that time the level of regional engagy@nm Brussels through the form of an
independent representation has grown exponentidlhe aim of these offices is to
represent regional interests in Brussels. Since, ttiee number of offices has grown to
317. Some of the regions, such as the German LAadepowerful entities in Brussels,
with imposing office buildings and a large staf§BO Home page).
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powerful and coherent regional lobby. This sigafit diversification of
regional voices in Brussels and lack of commondtites can be attributed
to three core developments.

First important aspect is decentralization acrdss EU member states
which did not result in anything approaching a Engrhird Level” of
constitutional actors. Significant differences ialipy competences can be
found even across the strongest regional actolswhbeational level, which
limits the possibility of joint venture to lobby gmolicy issues in Brussels
beyond the constitutional regions. The second cainstfor regional
integration and cooperation in accordance with ‘tharope of Regions”
concept lies in attitude of constitutional rediaepresentation, lobbying to
differentiate constitutional regions from mere adistrative regions and
emphasizing their unique legal status. Therefaresdme areas, there is a
clear preference for constitutional regions to f@dihoc advocacy coalitions
which deliberately exclude weaker, non-constituidionegions from their
membership. One of the catalyst factors of suchtumt®on has been the
dissatisfaction with existing channels of interesiediation. The last
noteworthy aspect lies in division of constitutibreegions and administrative
regions which resulted in emergence of the newt itng between regions
from the EU15 and regions from the new member stdiore points out,
that regions from the new member states tend teellagively new creations,
which, unlike many of the strong EU15, do not citasd historic or linguistic
regions. In her opinion, such a conjuncture is tlesult of national
governments’ policy consciously aiming at cross+ntérethnic, religious and
linguistic diversity of their states within the tiéorial restructuring programs

" Constitutional regions, which are regions witloeg powers and the ability to make
legislation, emerged as a more coherent represemtaf Europe’s third level of
government. They represented a unique subset @fnagactors in EU with a delegated
set of legislative competences. The Spanish AutansnCommunities, the German and
Austrian Lander, the Belgium provinces and the e Administrations of the UK
constitute a vocal group of powerful regions, whgether press for greater recognition
of their unique governmental status in Europe, amdore powerful say within European
decision-making processes. Common to all congitali regions representations in
Brussels is a strong political dimension to theiorkv Their role is clearly defined
through the European policy priorities of their destic governments, which are both
their sponsoring agencies and their users. Cotistital regions, unlike any other
regional representations in Brussels, can fadalitabd support the work of decision-
making officials within the Council, under the lég@reements of Article 203 of the EU
Treaty, allowing regional ministers to take the otégging lead, however with the support
of the respective national governments (Keatin@420effery, 1996; Moore, 2007).
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throughout the 1990s. Moreover, these regionselasively young actors in
domestic system, gain less support for engagingndgr&uropean
constitutional issues, which results in limited Eldding (Moore, 2007).

Such a diversification of regions in Europe is asa@ent in the manner in
which they choose to direct their Brussels repredems, but also in
diversity of aims, priorities or strategies takenaccomplish the objectives
set by their governing bodies. Therefore, the diemgagement of regions in
EU is differentiated and depends on the naturecifpigy and internal
structure of each region. However, the realityEdirope of Regions’ is much
more complex and its presence is not only condsioby individual regions’
and parties’ approach.

5. CONCLUSION

Regions have been trying to influence Europeancpaind gain greater
role in EU policy-making since the mid-1980s. Intspf this, for over the
decade, since the establishment of Committee dRéggons (CoR), their role
in the EU has not been further formalized. It isimtyadue to important
differences in regional priorities between the CaRnited coherence in the
regional group’s demands and the emergence ofndisticonstitutional
regions’ agenda led to the creation of new inflisrdrouping of “Regions
with Legislative Power” (RegLeg), which sought, remer failed to get
a special higher status in EU decision-making. €hessuccessful attempts to
reinforce the role of regions on the European am@®ga by no means, the
evidence of low importance of regional level. Oa tontrary, regions are the
core element of state and supra-state bodies &mctihey matter in the EU
for good functional and democratic reasons. Theadisse on their role
brought to the dispute on its future and reformsdeel to provide effective
platform for its further function. However, it hasthing to do with a rather
utopian vision of “Europe of Regions”, which putssde the member states as
the building blocks of European Union. On the canyy it has much to do
with the role that the regions play in Europeanisien-making as a crucial
element of member states.



26 Magdalena Deptuta

REFERENCES

APPLEGATE, C., 1999, A Europe of Regions: Reflesti@n the Historiography of Sub-
National Places in Modern Time&merican Historical Reviewi 04, p. 1157-1182.

BOMBERG, E., PETERSON, J., 1998, European Unionifd@t Making; the Role of
Sub-national Authoritieolitical Studies46 (2), p. 219-235.

BORRAS-ALOMAR, S., CHRISTIANSEN, T., RODRIGUEZ-POSEA., 1994,
Towards a ‘Europe of Regions'? — Visions and Redliom a Critical Perspective,
Regional Politics and Poligy (2), p. 1-27.

De ROUGEMENT, D., 1966The Idea of EuropeNew York: Macmillan.

HEPBURN, E., 2008, The Rise and Fall of a EuropthefRegionsRegional & Federal
Studies 18 (5), p. 537-555.

HERAUD, G., 1968 Les principes du fédéralilsme et la fédération @denne Paris:
Presses d’Europe, p. 70-78.

HERAUD, G., 1974 ’Europe des Ethnie®aris—Nice: Press d’Europe.

HOOGHE, L., 1995, Sub-national Mobilisation in tBeropean UnionWest European
Politics, 18 (3), p. 175-189.

HUYSSEUNE, M., JANS, M., 2008, Brussels as the tedpf a Europe of the regions,
Brussels Studies the e-journal for academic redeaom Brussels Issue 16:
www.brusselsstudies.be

JEFFERY, Ch., 1996, Towards a ‘Third Level' in Epe@ The German Lé&nder in the
European UnionPolitical Studies44 (2), p. 253-266.

KEATING, M, 2004, Regions and the Convention on fhature of EuropeSouth
European Society and Politic8 (1), p. 192—207.

KINGSTON, W., 1990, The Failure of Regional Ai@sjropean Affairs4 (1), p. 81-87.

Les Régions transfrontaliéres de I'Europe. Colloglee Genével975, Association des
Instituts D’Etudes Européennes, Geneve: AIEE, p. 16

LOUGHLIN, J., 1996, “Europe of the Regions” and tRederalization of Europe,
Publius 26 (4), p. 141-162.

LYNCH, P., 2004, Regions and the European Conventio the Future of Europe:
A Dialogue with the Deafuropean Urban and Regional Studidd (2), p. 199-
207.

LYNCH, P., 2007 Organising for a Europe of the Regions: The EuropEeee Alliance-
DPPE and Political Representation in the Europeamdd, European Union Studies
Association conference, 170 19" May 2007, Montreal.

KOHR, L., 1957, The Breakdown of Nationkondon: Routledge and Kegan.
MARSZALEK, A., 1996,Z historii europejskiej idei integracji rilzynarodowejtodz:
Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu t6dzkiego.

MOMMSEN, H., 1984, Die Nation is tot: Es lebe died®n, [in:]Nation Deutschlan®
eds. Guido Knopp, Siegfried Quandt and Herbert fleiheMunich, p. 35.



“Europe of regions” — the discourse on the futur&arope 27

MOLLE, W., CAPPELLIN, R. (eds.), 1988Regional Impact of Community Policies in
Europe Aldershot: Avebury.

MOORE, C., 2006, Conflicts in Representing the Begiin Brussels: the Case of Wales,
Regional StudiestO (7), p. 192-205.

MOORE, C., 2007A Europe of the Regions vs. The Regions in Eurmgfkctions on
regional engagement in Brusseluropean Union Studies Association conference,
17" to 19" May 2007, Montreal.

NAIRN, T., 1992, Does Tomorrow Belong to the Budledr the Bouquets?New
StatementsSupplement, p. 30.

NEWHOUSE, J., 1997, Europe’s Rising Regionalifioreign Affairs 76, p. 68.






Alessandro VITALE REG N

Department of International Studies

University of Milan, ITALY ‘REGIONALISM‘
No 10

THE RE-EMERGENCE OF HISTORICAL REGIONS,
CITIES AND ENCLAVES IN EUROPE VS. THE EU'S
INTEGRATION CONCEPTS, PROCESSES
AND REALITY

1. INTRODUCTION

Both in the EU and in the Eastern Europe, it sedradistorical regions
are presently living a kind of resurgence. Eurguewe read with increasing
frequency, has always been and remains very much a contofergional
historical identities (Sallnow and Arlett, 1989,9). In addition to the well
known effects of globalizatidnEU-policies also contribute to the revival of
the historical regions and the notion of regiomalisas insinuated itself into
a wide range of debates on the future of Europe.

Regionalization and re-ethnicization can be obskwerldwide (Keating,
1998; Smouts, 1998) and the recent relative sucoésggional identity
politics relates back to the persistence of mythicaditions and narratives
on historical regions. There is an evident procése-regionalization which
refers to a growing force of federalist and pattidstic traditions, but it also
refers more broadly to the ways that regional palitcultures are both
strengthened and transformed in unexpected ways.“dénuine nation” (or
nationality) has made reappearance on the worldestaven if regions

! Beginning from 1992, when Tom Nairn wrote in tNew Statesmathat regions
had become a “key part” of the discussion aboubfean Union (Nairn, 1992, p. 30).

2 But, far from being a product of the post-Commtjrmsst-Maastricht Treaty era in
European affairs, this attention to a resurgenaaenewed or a reinvented or a re-
discovered regionalism in fact stretches back thnoseveral decades of Euro-debates.
See, for example, R.S. Elkar, ed. (1981, p. 10)ylBmmsen (1984, p. 35).
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should be not understood only as a “would-be natiofihere is a cognitive
regional identity, which as a rule displays an eam@l dimension and at the
same time an instrumental character (Keating, 19883 which owing to
these two elements, also constitutes a space gicpblction. In fact, the
historical region became an important tool of cotrédentity politics.
A “nation” is a complex of subjective feelings bdsen a certain number of
objective realities, which centralized states witltying degree of success
have been incorporated, in forging among their etxtbpationalities, in
a wide “sense of national unity”. In Great Britathe English have never
truly eradicated national aspirations among themmrged Celtic natio-
nalities, the Scots and the Welsh, although Cornigtionalism seems to
have been mostly stamped out. In Spain, the comgu@astilians, based in
Madrid, have never managed to erase nationalisrmgrttee Catalans, the
Basques or the Galicians or Andalusians. Even iande, after eleven
centuries of intensive political unification, theeRch have never totally
tamed the Bretons, the Basques, or the people efLémguedoc. The
“nation”, especially if it is a “macro-structure€annot be precisely defined.
The question of nationality is made more complex thg interplay of
objectively existing reality and subjective per¢eps. The high degree of
a regional sense of belonging and of regionalrigeliat the local level shows
the importance of the historical regions, desgite well known differences
in the political status of regions across Europehiwi the diverging
frameworks of more federal or more centralizedestaganizations

The main problem for EU’s integration includes thppearance of
regional pressures and historical identities that mot only skeptical of
European integration but that have also callednfaw varieties of smaller
political arrangements. Can the regional forcest ttake account of the
growing demand for political cultural, and econonsicvereignty, be the
basis of a new Europe, based on increasingly snsdleégovernmental units
more similar to the basis of the historical Europgeually, there is no
reason to believe that the spatial borders of Weedign sovereignty are
drawn once and for all. These boundaries have aeguired by force, or by
interstate agreement above and beyond the headkaijitants on the spot,

% Even in a “regional” state, the difference of jeaiion of the historical heritage in
a certain region may be very different: for exampmeen if the re-emergence of the
historical region of Ladins in Northern Italy has averall effect, the difference of
political status between a “special statute regi¢®idtirol) and an “ordinary statute
region” (Veneto, Lombardy or Piedmont) is enormous.
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and invariably these boundaries shift a great deal time, in ways that
make proclamations of “territorial integrity” untestic. But the reservoir of
identity politics, containing symbols and memorissambiguous enough to

potentially stay open both, for the possibilityasf extended integraticemd
for disintegration tendencies.
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In fact, the EU’s concept of political integratiobased on a rigorous
system of inclusion and exclusion defined by fukmbership status and
fortified external borders, is largely incompatibiéth the re-emergence of
a self-rule system of historical regions, with #t@ntemporary transborder
spontaneous cooperation and with the multiplicabbuifferent ties among
cities and enclaves, inside or outside its teriatatomain.
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2. THE RE-EMERGENCE OF HISTORICAL REGIONS,
CITIES AND ENCLAVES IN EUROPE

All reports and studies agreed on identifying tegion and its history as
an important tool of current identity politics. Burope, the historical regions
are presently living a kind of resurgence, implyandeep crisis of “artificial
regions” projected and planned by a sovereign aiyhauring the processes
of unification, mostly for statistical, fiscal amdher reasons inside the nation
states (as regarding the paradigmatic case of) Ity of “nationalized
regions”, which exclude the increasing relevancétmains-border regions”.
The high degree of convergence in the construatioa regional sense of
belonging is quite evident and threatens in masgsadhe relation of fidelity
(political obligation) inside the states, in orderbuild an alternative one. It
is not only looking at regions as sub-nationalteggithat their emancipation
comprises. Regions can also be supranational fansat in evident
“concurrence” with EU’s political structures.

Historical regions are mostly ethnic and culturaitel (and not only ho-
mogeneous economic or geographical ones or simgltical subdivisions
of nation states), generally seen as “close to Ipéopeflecting “cultural
diversity” but the main problem is that they are dearly defined. We lack
even an adequate vocabulary; and what we cannafilbles we cannot
explain. The same significance of regions in Euaopkistory is difficult to
define. The reason why it happens is that theyrsfilect the past reality of
historical Europe, when territoriality was relatiwdixed and the prevailing
concept of territory did not need to entail mutaatlusion (Ruggie, 1993,
p. 149). Historical regions born in medieval Européth its patchwork of
overlapping and incomplete rights of very differdotms of authorities
(Strayer and Munro, 1959, p. 115; Strayer, 1970)iciv were inextricably
superimposed and tangled, and in which differentical instances were
geographically interwoven and stratified, witnessedltiple allegiances,
asymmetrical suzerainties and anomalenslavesabounded (Ruggie, 1993,
p. 150). Before the nation state structure was dative, there was pre-
vailing, nonexclusive form of territoriality, witmany forms of personalized
and fragmented authorities within and across terak formations, with
inclusive bases of legitimation. The main changéa political structure of
Europe was the creation and the spread of firnmitaeal boundary lines
between political formations. The most distinct tiga of modernity in
international politics came to be a particular foainterritorially-disjoint,
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fixed, and mutually exclusive — as the basis faganizing political life.
Historical regions, mostly spontaneous, were fortceddopt these lines and
a specific form of “spatial extension” of the s&tetrongly connected to an
inclusive base of legitimation, mutual exclusion and to adgal differen-
tiation between internal and external, as “natuaald inevitable. In fact, this
process was unique in human history (Sack, 1986) Aesult, the model of
nation state increasingly opposed the particula@sticulated in language,
culture, cults, lifestyles and customs that contgitpeople’s specific social
texture and the basis for specific political inditins reflecting a local
character. States were built around the idea oitdgal homogeneity and
unity.

As Hendrik Spruyt demonstrated, historical regidhg, Hanse or Italian
city-states were in fact viable political alterwas to the territorially defined,
territorially fixed, and mutually exclusive statéSpruyt, 1994). But strong
centralized administration and socially legitimagewer (by its subjects)
have completely transformed the political life oe®%ern and Central Europe
(Johnson and Percy, 1970, p. 56), even if, as €hdrilly pointed out, the
leaders of prior institutions and even ordinarygediad fought the claims
of central states for centuries, right into thd t@éntury (Tilly, 1975, p. 22).
But territorial rulers recognized to be irreduciblyransterritorial” in
character (as during the medieval period) of ordyv fregional units,
considering these formations as relicts. Moreosecjo-political entities of
very long historical standing remain vital todaythvaiut being contained in
territorial state$ Furthermore, within the EU the issue of differesgion’s
individuality clearly becomes visible. Among thelistorical regions form a
vast majority (Sobczski, 2009, p. 7). Historical regions were divideg b
state borders, which led to their internal spadaintegration and their
decomposition into new, artificial political-admstiative units. This,
however, did not influence their cultural cohes{®obczyski, 2009, p. 1).
At a certain point, indeed, the construction of thecro-nation” no longer
corresponds with reality. Authentic bonds are galtuobtained at the micro,
rather than the macro level. A sense of belongingtoms and everything
that goes along with them, are part of thiero-level.Because they are vital
and enduring, today historical roots break outa@gering nationalism at the
macro-level. Society has satisfied the basic neédsdecisive proportion of

* The Arab Nationinto the Arabic States is a case in this poine Stbert Hourani
A. (1991). The same is for historical, ethnic regi@and sub regional units all around the
world.
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the population, which is no longer willing to owask its microcultural
needs. The satisfaction of basic needs bringshatog other particularistic
aspirations. There is, for example, a thrust towsat/aging elements of
original cultures, such as one’s rural roots, whasBumes an extraordinary
significance (Miglio, 1993, p. 34). Today’'s adminative regions do not
correspond with historical regions. Nowadays, n@ roan capture the sense
of the re-emergence of these regions. They formeva informal texture of
potentially unbundled territoriality, which is th@lace wherein a re-arti-
culation of international political space would becurring today (Ruggie,
1993, p. 171). Within the new European environmeamd outside the EU
(e.g. transborder regions in Eastern Europe) tleesm ample potential for
broad relations between historical regions — refetioften easier to develop
than those between nation statés a possible map of a regionally organized
Europe there are nowadays many networks of megidopbich collaborate
and work together, trying to establish new admiatste units regardless of
the state. The North of the Ruhr is a big histdniegion independent of the
rest of theLander, metropolitan centres are once again becoming wiest
were in the 17 and 18 centuries. Randstad Holland is a collection of
increasingly polycentric urban regions with an ewtregional capacity to
develop itself into a functionally coherent andemfationally competitive
metropolitan area and these processes strengtlemnteérnal cohesion
(Musterd and Zelm, 2001). This is also the cas¢hefcities in Northern
Italy. The texture of tomorrow’s Europe probablyllvilie made up of great
regions and megalopolitan areas (in Gottmann’siralgdefinition of the
term, with a sharper vision than that of contemporgeopoliticians)
(Gottmann, 1961; Miglio, 1993, p. 28).

The reality of enclaves in Europe is also develgpifhe world history
provides hundreds of cases of enclaves. Actualijiomof people live inde
jure or simply inde factoenclaves (subnational, which are not visible a&s th
“international” ones) throughout the world. Despite fact that they were
something normal in the historical Europe (firstvwaof enclaves was
connected to the specificities of pre-Westphaliatesbuilding in Europe in
the Middle Ages), enclaves are often viewed as anomalous objectheof

® The German Ambassador in Rome, at the beginnint9eds acknowledged this
when he stated: “| am Bavarian and there is mdigigfin my relations with Lombardy
than with Hamburg”.

® The enclaves were a much less significant fedtuEeastern Europe because of the
lesser significance of feudalism.
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world’s political geography, as something peculeuriosity in the world

of geography and international relations. The agthevho write about

enclaves, characterize the situation of these fooma as “anomalous”.

Enclaves are not geographical curiosities but $pegeographical and

political objects, connected with historical regorPierre Raton wrote in
1958: “Enclaves, the archaic remnants, are in these of disappearance”
(Raton, 1958, p. 193). More than fifty years later find that he was wrong.
In fact, the number of enclaves having come inisterce in the second half
of the 20" century overweighs the number of those that he@sed to exist.

Many enclaves proved to be extremely resilient,nenvethe face of war,

changing borders, or economic systems. New enclavesding quite large

ones, were mushrooming in the 1990s, which was ety a new wave

coming into existence.

The process of building of a new enclave is coratetd the destruction
of arbitrary border settlement, realized withoukirtg into account the
interests of population and without taking into sioleration any historical
and traditional patterns of economic and politieed. The wave of break-ups
of the socialist states, in particular of the Sowaion and in the Balkans,
brought into existence more than fifty enclave&urope and Asia. But also
in Western Europe there are many existing and rézed or only
“potential” enclaves. For example there is Baarlel&e complex, with 22
Belgian enclaves in the Netherlands and eight Daotaimter-enclaves. The
two nations inside this region co-exist very clgs@usingen (in the Swiss
canton of Schaffausen), Campione, Gibraltar, Julzghave clear roots in
the feudal trans-territorial structure of Europenclves represent non-
contiguous fragments of states: they have legalmational status but may
be an obstacle for the conception of the territar@ntiguity of the modern
State and even in the EU: the case of Kaliningkawléwiec/Konigsberg/
Karalialtius) is emblematic. It is impossible to ignore thastence of sub-
national enclaves that can potentially be raisethéointernational level: the
subnational borders are elevated onto the intexmalilevel and cause
international enclaves to emerge everywhere in fgir&nclaves are created
and raised to the top by the waves of great hisitbphenomena. Enclaves
tend to emerge as an unexpected and unwanted wdsurdternational or
domestic politics. The JDcentury saw the enclave issue rising on several
occasions when state or subnational regions dggiated or were threatening
to fall apart. A multitude of enclaves was creadadng the expansion of the
EU to the East. Especially Baltic States manageddisenclave” small
enclaves close to the borders (Pogiry in Belarughk) a small enclave in
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Estonia and so on) with the land exchange whicloriy a method of

eliminating an “anomaly” and not to solve it. Alsoe agreements on the
land exchange might be drawn contrary to the pulgicion and especially
the wishes of the local population.
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Fig. 2. Administrative contemporary regions in Epgo
Source: author’'s own elaboration

Enclaves are in fact at the same time an effectinepnventional mean of
peaceful and democratic partitioning of a stateythare “non contiguous
nations” (Smith, 1997). A deliberate “enclavizati@an resolve national and
other conflicts. The question is how deeply theyrea connected to the re-
-emergence of historical regions. In fact, the aral composition of the
most of the currently existing enclaves coincideththe national compo-
sition of the mainland.
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3. EU'S INTEGRATION CONCEPTS,
PROCESSES AND REALITY

Inside and outside the EU the problem of historregions, of cities and
of enclaves is in clear contradiction with EU’sipiEs. Europe consisting of
a community (or rather &ust) of fully sovereign and independent states
(Europe of nationscannot resolve the problems of historical regiariises
and enclaves. The focus remains on maintainingii@iltifferences between
states because nationality and culture are idedtifivith citizenship and
historical regions are identified with states. &atlecide about all their
regions, whether historical or not. Historical g are simply ignored and
they cannot restore their tradition, taking respulity over many aspects of
local economic, social and political life. Europeaeofunctionalism is
without any doubt against the re-emergence of hestbregions (Mathias,
2003). Analyzing the relationship between the rgsoce of the historical
region and the regional policy of the EU, we cassasbe that neither the
nation-state nor the supranational level appeéetwilling to hand over real
decision-making power to the region. The so-cdltbdd level” of multiple
governance has remained an illusion. Instead dingetctively involved
into decision processes, the region apparentlybe@®me more an object
than a subject in EU politics. Despite the molilizeffect of EU politics and
EU rhetoric which remains strong, the regional lidisionment is wide-
spread.

Because of modern territorial prejudice (aeditorial trap), within the
borders of one state there is space just for otiemaeven if the identity
between cultural, nation state and territory idgnis an artificial historical
and recent invention and cultural and politicaldess do not follow at all the
same lines of division. The states simply fears lospower at the national
level, centrifugal forces and the disintegrationuoitary state’s structures.
The increase of importance of regions is viewedaabreat for national
identity’. Historical regions quite frequently became thigjstts of an active
integration policy consisting in an eliminationtbgir individuality and in an
“uniformization” of their characteristics. Instead stimulating a form of
voluntary aggregation and federalization betwedemint historical regions,

" The devaluation of regions and their pasts in 82 century emerged naturally
alongside the triumph of the national historiogiaphHowever, nowadays historians of
highly centralized nations like France have alsgumeworking towards a new inter-
pretation of the place of regional diversity inioagl history.
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the main tendency is to impede their re-emergendd@fragment their non-
territorial configuration. This kind of reactionyident or hidden, especially
expressed using European legislation and diffekgrat of “pseudo-federali-
zation” (cosmetic autonomies, regionalization, &iehical subsidiarity,
transferring of formal competences with strong oalndf funds — at any time
in power to withdraw them — administrative contrible multiplication of
local authorities, and “decentralization”), stintela the re-emergence of
historical regions in many forms, despite theireefive capabilities, nowa-
days still very weak, in economic and politicalntereven if people believe
they will deal with their everyday’s socioeconorpioblems better than the
central government.

EU is based on an old concept of contiguous tereo of rigid territorial
integrity and it cannot admit the reality of histad regions, federations or
networks of cities, or enclaves as self-rule ezditiThe reaction to the same
reality of the enclave of Kaliningrad and the cldion a spatial contiguity
inside the EU remains emblematic. Outside EU, th#tuence on the
reconstruction of national states, especially enBlalkans is evident. The EU
integration policy disintegrates historical regitn¥he EU’s integration
policy does not consider the reality of historican-nation regions. The
project of reinforcement of internal cohesion ot tEU, typical of an
obsessive conception of political unity, refledts togic of the modern state:
the production of order into the borders and thpuésion of the disorder
outside. This conception is based also on *“teratoobsessions” as
demonstrates the discussion about the necessfitgrotorial continuity”: it
is impossible to admit exceptions, eegclavesand the territory of EU must
be continuous, without any interruptions. The sgraeess of enlargement
was thought as an acquisition of contiguous tetes) excluding
“anomalies”. This concept completely reveals thé&dtion of the political
model of the modern territorial state, even thoagh'supra-state” level,
where a barrier exists rather than “stepping stoteeauthentic globalization
(Anderson and O’Dowd, 1999, p. 600). Cross-bor@égians (with a high
degree of convergence in the cross-border econa@iatonships, social and
political problems) have grown in number and imaoncde in Europe, but

8 The Dayton Agreement (ZINovember, 1995) divided e.g. historical regions of
Bosnia according to homogenization criteria andpilesprevious historical problems
and legitimating ethnic cleansing and historicaligte presumptions of closed territorial
units, by the creation of three separate statesdbas the ethnic groups moved after
massacres, formally united by a “federal Constiuiti
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they may have a cultural, economic unity incongtueith state or EU
borders or even the border may divide them. Thevidgof any given state
or of “supra-national” border represents a simgdifion of complex political
and geographical problems.

Today’s conformation of “Eurocomunitarian” bordérs an obstacle for
the cross-border mobility and spontaneous processegegration between
regions and neighbouring countries; it oversimgdifiand distorts social
realities on the border. Even though the EU is tbaserhetorical arguments
on the opening of borders and of “borderless Eutoas a prevailing of
exaltation of benefits of European free tradeermains closed into barriers
that were recently reinforced and justified witmtradictory arguments.

Even in Western Europe and not only in Central Badtern Europe, as
for a long time, as the object of integrationistliges, which comprise
political, economic and social elements, historicahorities are often under
threat, both officially-sanctioned and otherwise. Regional idgntis
generally under attack and it is really hard tontan it when the real policy
is aimed at an attempt to undermine it as muctoasilple. The overall long-
time decline of ethnic language or cultural edwsats often compounded by
campaigns of nationalistic “patriotic educationfisiituted in primary and
secondary schools and it is often planned to etaswrical, regional
feelings. Patriotism must be identified with unigilevotion to a nation-state
or, possibly, to EU. But it is an evident undemastiion of the huge potential
of “dormant identities” (Keating, 1998, p. 87) afite integrative or dis-
integrative effects of the regions cannot be fagase

4. CONCLUSIONS

The days of isolation are over. This new era r&guihe greatest possible
participation of every human being for the viab$istainable and just
development sought by all humanity. While each tgumust establish its
own strategies for growth and development, none fadnto realize that
shared future prosperity can only be assured tlirotige broadest
international cooperation. The free flow of comnegrmvestment, science
and technology, amongst other things, must evolitdinvthe context of
assuring truly equitable competition — in an ingional system free from

° About the permanence of this border, see also Newand Paasi (1998, p. 199)
and Andreas (2003).
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barriers or obstacles to meeting and exchange thabthe benefits of
economic growth reach everyone. In the “non-tenatd global economic
region, the conventional distinctions between ‘finéd” and “external”
dimensions are problematic.

Regions could successfully be identified with peopbnscious of their
identity. But historical and ethnic reasons canhetome a compulsory
instrument redrawing European regions. Differerasgsveen regional identi-
ties must be connected to the will of the peopld ey must depend on
their voluntarily accepted characteristics. Fredjyerstate borders create
much more distinctiveness than regional differenegpecially in neigh-
bouring regions. National identity had created @sogs tensions in history.
The coexistence of cultures stimulates intercultties and prevents closed
cultural borders (Mostov, 2008). As we can see evistudying European
history, nation states, using their integration amiizenship policy (and
nowadays these policies are the same inside the &g the tendency to
limit the cultural diversity and the minority rightThe model of the unitary
state (which is the most coherent model of the mrodsate) is quite
incompatible with the multicultural (multiethnicgality. The essence of the
state can be traced to its pursuit of internal hgeneity. In order to reach
this goal the modern state hypostatized the ideaatibn which remains
rather fictitious, and used it as a political mydble to guarantee cohesion.

In the past and for a long time the situation wageqdifferent. It is
necessary to look to the age preceding moderndy,bg assuming it will
resurface as it was, but in order to envisage nessipilities. In the past
there was a variety of political subjects differentform, substance and
objectives: the Empire, the Church, small sovetggn Today, it is
necessary to assume a dynamic approach towardiemsldetween political
subjects, to consider them transitory and tied limaed temporality, both in
international relations and in the constitutionsanteto regulate community
life (Miglio, 1993, p. 39).

EU, at the same time, stimulates and hinders themergence of
historical ties. Probably this contradiction wilkpdode. The spontaneous
reconfiguration of Europe comprising different grieyond exclusive ethnic
criteria (if the self-government principle becontlee most important) could
rediscover historical and transborder regions aldhg main material
interests and tendencies to cooperate. It willdssible to rediscover the role
of historical regions, cities and enclaves, whelations based on common
interest replace territorial borders and ties tdities outside spatial
contiguity, establishing the hierarchic order oblgems to be solved on the
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basis of their importance by peoples involved, Wwhieep strong ties even if
they are in different areas far from each otheniting collaboration to
specific objectives. If there is a sharp divisidong national, religious or
linguistic lines, the peaceful partition might bespible by creating enclaves
based on the will of the population. Even if on theernational level the
democratic principle is only a shadow, rarely rerberad, in these cases the
democratic basis is essential for the success. |aFization” can be
a flexible mean for peaceful reorganization of theernational life. The
hierarchical conception of territorial power canmna$sure the right to
associate and the problem solving in the new Millem. The theological,
secularized dogma of the immutability of the staikthe sacredness of
borders, could be accepted when socio-economiorfachanged slowly, but
certainly not in our age. The old centralizing oatstates have lost their
“holiness” and older and deeper ties among peogeagain making their
claims heard. Thus, disjoint, mutually exclusivad dixed territoriality can
powerfully transform both the European space aadtlity.
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CHARISMATIC PERSONALITIES OF MIXED
ETHNO-CULTURAL BACKGROUND AND THEIR
ROLE IN NATIONAL MOVEMENTS
IN CENTRAL-EASTERN EUROPE

1. INTRODUCTION

When studying national movements, or even more rgéiye- political
movements, in Central-Eastern Europe in th ad early 20 century, one
finds a very important, maybe decisive, role ofspealities that can be
considered as coming from mixed ethno-cultural gemknd. A more
detailed scrutiny of their lives and activities eals that their road to the
position of leader of a given national movement waisstraight and smooth
and their political and national choices (choicésbelonging to a given
nation) were determined by many factors, quiteroétecidental. The role of
accidence is especially visible in the case of las) whose members at
times of choosing national belonging, opted for tao even for three
conflicting nationalities.

Among political activists (of mixed ethnic backgralior not) in the 19
and 20-century Europe, and elsewhere, there are somecpblieaders that
can be called “charismatic personalities”. It ienmesting to learn, who those
personalities were — what were their social andgg®l characteristics, and
when they became charismatic, as nobody was boenchgrismatic perso-
nality. An analysis of biographies of “charismapiersonalities” in Central-
-Eastern Europe in political movements reveals soomemon features: they
all were male, strong, individualistic persona#tigheir social background
depended on socio-political system of country cameg in more demo-
cratic systems (like in the Habsburg monarchy stheemid 14 century) the
social basis of political leaders was relativelgdd (including peasantry), in
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less democratic systems (like in the Russian Empbaitical leaders
(including revolutionaries) were recruited almosclasively from aristo-
cracy or frustrated impoverished gentry. As togbeond question: when did
they become charismatic leaders? — it seems thagré the political turning
points — revolutions (e.g. in 1905 and 1917 in RYsand wars (first of all,
World War 1), that created opportunities for strargl active personalities to
become *“charismatic”. It is interesting to note heecond-rate political
activists, for decades present in political scenégespective countries,
suddenly became “fathers of nations” or “founddrstates”.

The aim of this paper is to present biographiedeaflers of national
movements in Central-Eastern Europe in th& &a8d early 20 century,
which were both of mixed ethnic background and ishaatic, placing the
analysis in the broader socio-political contexthadt part of Europe. First, it
defines the very notion of “ethnically mixed baabgnd”, then it describes
Central-Eastern Europe in the™entury (focusing on factors determining
national movements), finally it analyzes three mhiagraphies: of Jézef
Pitsudski (Polish national leader), Tomas G. Masai@zech leader) and
Andrei Sheptytskyi (or Roman Szeptycki) (Ukraini@ader). Additionally,
the paper mentions some people of mixed ethnicdvackd who, although
not always being outstanding charismatic leaddhsstiate complicated
matter of choice of national belonging. These ases of J.H. Bbrowski
(German-speaking Polish national hero), Witrkynski (who was born as
German A. Winkler and became a famous Polish pgatio Ketrzynski),
Szeptycki brothers (choosing different nationalnittees: Polish or Ukra-
inian), lwanowski brothers (Polish, Lithuanian, Byessian) and Dzieyn-
ski brothers (internationalist, Polish).

2. MIXED ETHNO-CULTURAL BACKGROUND
AND POLITICAL CHOICES

In this paper, the people of mixed ethno-culturatkground are consi-
dered to be people, who grew up having daily cdstadth people of
different (at least two) ethno-cultural groups @peg different languages as
their mother tongues, confessing different religiam rites or belonging to
different ethnic groups) and these contacts infteenpolitical opinions of
such persons. The simplest kind of a mixed ethrdts@h background
comprises ethnically mixed families, where parecasne from different
ethnic groups. A little less obvious is anotherdkof mixed ethno-cultural
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background, namely a mixed local milieu (villagetown). It is assumed,

that the very awareness of existence of variousumd, languages or
religions influences people’s political thinkingetvanother kind of persons
of mixed ethno-cultural background is representgg@dople, who are aware
that their ancestors belonged to an ethnic grouyctwis different from the

one they belong to.

In the 19" and early 20 century, in the time of growing national senti-
ments and emerging mass political movements (egalgsm), inhabitants
of Central-Eastern Europe were under increasingspre to declare their
national (ethnic) belonging and to act in accor@anth it. For persons from
homogeneous ethno-cultural background the only cehavas between
engagement in a respective national movement aral socially oriented
ideology, or in a combination of both. The choieedd by people of mixed
background was much more complicated. Severaludét#t can be distin-
guished. 1) deliberate and decisive option for oatonal group, confirmed
by active engagement in defending interests of gnip (presumably to
convince others and themselves of belonging to thasy group), 2)
indecisive and hesitant national identity, changesational options, 3)
attempts at forming (or retaining) a broader idgntiombining constituent
smaller identities, 4) avoiding choosing nationdéritity by engaging in
universalistic identities (political or religiousChoices were often uncon-
scious and accidental: depending on events seennanbed in acciden-
tally, jobs offered, people met, etc. The aforenoer®d cases of family
members choosing and engaging in different nationavements confirm
the role of accidence.

It should be noted that objective ethnic charasties of a person, such as
language or religion, were not always decisive loasing one’s national
identity: language spoken in the family and learmesdmother tongue by
a person could be considered as “foreign”, “imp&d®d oppressors or by
disadvantageous circumstances and thus this pesBoold “return” to
his/her “true” own language. To a lesser extens, ialso true for religions
and rites. Consequently, the choice of languagédttearned and used) and
religion was quite often secondary to the choiceatfonal belonging.
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3. CENTRAL-EASTERN EUROPE IN THE 19" CENTURY
— HISTORY, NATIONS AND STATES

The aim of this chapter in not to present an extenslescription of
history, ethnic composition or state boundarie€amtral-Eastern Europe in
the 19" century. The aim is to outline some elements, rd@teéng national
movements and national choices of peoples livindimarea.

In this paper the notion “Central-Eastern Europetha 19" century”
entails the Habsburg (Austrian) Empire, westernspair the Russian Empire
and eastern parts of the then Germany (Prussiae SBoundaries in the 19
century in this area were determined at the VieGoagress in 1815. They
were relatively new and not accepted by a condidengart of the politically
active population there. Many relevant charactessof this area, such as
ethnic composition, language situation, socialtsication, political loyalties
and identifications, etc. had been influenced Bvjgus states that ceased
exiting or lost independence earlier. Two statesadirspecial importance for
our study: the Commonwealth of the Two Nations ganof the Crown of
Poland and the Great Duchy of Lithuania) and thegdom of Bohemia. In
the 19" century the former territory of the Commonwealtlaswdivided
between the three empires in the area, and thedikmgof Bohemia
(deprived of independence) entirely belonged toAthstrian Empire.

Poland (in times of the Commonwealth called “CroeérPoland” or the
“Crown” to distinguish it from the “Great Duchy3s a state, emerged in the
mid-tenth century on the territory roughly similarthe present territory of
Poland. Until the late #4century it occupied the same territory — this was
ethnically, religiously (overwhelming majority of estern Christians or
Catholics, beside Jewish population) and lingudiyc (predominantly
western Slavonic dialects with negligible differeacbetween them, a well
developed unified language used by the gentry amy@lrcourts) quite
homogeneous. In the T4entury territory of Poland moved south-eastwards:
Poland lost northern and western provinces andedaierritories of present
western Ukraine (Galicia). This new territory waspplated by a slightly
different population: Ruthenians speaking eastéavddic dialects (similar
to western Slavonic ones but easily distinguishaatel confessing eastern
(Orthodox) Christianity. Gentry (aristocracy) ofetmew territory easily
adopted culture and language of the gentry of ttieeritory (influencing it
to some extent) and some of them also convert€atbolicism. At the same
time, Ruthenian peasantry remained Orthodox andireged to speak its
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dialects, although highly penetrated by the Pollshs worth mentioning,
that the gentry played a special role in the pitisystem of the Polish
Kingdom, e.g. they elected the king and had a sgplitical matters (which
eventually led to political weakness and collapsBaand by the end of the
18" century). Engagement of the gentry in the statiéarsaof Poland, unlike
any other social group, made them “Polish natiamfiatio Polonica In such

a way “Polish” was identified with “noble” or “gemt and vice versa.
Therefore, Poles-nobles differed from the rest h## population by their
political status, group identity, economic situaticustoms, language and, in
Ruthenian provinces, often by religion. These progs were also settled by
peasants from “old” Polish territory forming islanavithin the Ruthenian
population. The main obstacle for the entire irdéign of the two groups of
peasantry was religion.

Since the late 4century Poland was in personal union and since mid
16" century in real union with the Great Duchy of Li¢mia, thus forming
the Commonwealth of the Two Nations. Lithuaniantestaas created by
Baltic (non-Slavic) pagan tribes in the™8entury. The ruling aristocracy
quickly got assimilated linguistically by easterfa (Ruthenians) so that
later on they were considered as being Ruthenians, Lithuania as
a Ruthenian country. In the 4century Lithuania expanded rapidly by
including vast territory of Ruthenian lands (preseéay territories of Lithu-
ania, Byelorussia and central Ukraine with Kievyélke with Kiev was later
conceded to Poland after the union). By the enthisfcentury, Lithuanian
rulers adopted Christianity (Catholicism) from Ralaand one of them was
offered Polish crown. Many Lithuanians adopted @dbx Christianity, thus
fully assimilating religiously and linguisticallyptthe numerically dominant
Ruthenian-Orthodox population. Since the union Withand, Polish cultural
and linguistic influence in the Great Duchy intdiesi, strengthened by
Polish migration in the area of Vilnius. Lithuanigantry, part of which (as
mentioned earlier) of Baltic origin, adopted th@daage and customs of
Polish gentry. Usually they combined their “Lithueam’ identity (loyalty to
the Great Duchy) with their “Polish” identity (loys to the Common-
wealth). Some aristocrats of the Great Duchy, wéwb previously confessed
Orthodox religion, adopted Catholic religion. Peddauthenian population
remained overwhelmingly Orthodox.

In the 17" century there was an initiative to unite the twhri€tian
Churches in the Commonwealth. The idea was to pressome ritual
elements and organizational autonomy of the Orthd@@lnurch while making
it part of the Catholic Church (dependent on Vatjc& his action was only
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partly successful (otherwise it provoked resistanoe civil wars, which
weakened the Commonwealth in thé"X2ntury), but it did create a Uniate
(or Greek Catholic) Church, which would play a digant role in the
Ukrainian national movement in the l@nd 28 century. The Orthodox
Church invariably treated the Uniate Church asayetis and as the result of
plot between Poland and Vatican.

By the end of the 8 century, because of its political weakness, the
Commonwealth was occupied by three neighbouringepswled by Russia
(the other two were Prussia and Austria) and itsitdey was divided
between them. This division was corrected in fav@iuRussia at the Vienna
Congress. The former territory of the Crown of PRdlavas divided by the
three occupiers, while the territory of the GreaicBy belonged entirely to
Russia. One of the moves of Russian authoritiestwdiguidate the Uniate
Church — their members had to join either the Qitixoor the Roman
Catholic Church. In such a way, the Uniate Chunatically disappeared in
the Russian Empire, but remained in the Austriasped Galicia.

A considerable part (if not the vast majority) bétgentry of the former
Commonwealth (usually named as “Poland”) considénediquidation of it
as something unnatural and harmful, giving risetiie Polish national
movement, which took several forms. In the Austpant, taking advantage
of the political weakness and democratization @& thabsburg Empire,
Polish national movement managed to transformghi$ of former Poland
into an autonomous region (1867) and to take palitontrol of it.

In the second half of the Y9century on the former territory of the
Commonwealth national movements intensified an@dytafpom the Polish
option, new national options emerged — partiallypopposition to the Polish
national movement, partially as a result of indjraby the Polish national
movement. These new national options were UkrainarGalicia, and
Byelorussian and Lithuanian on the former territofythe Great Duchy.
There was also a strong Jewish national movememnrism — also inspired
and influenced by the Polish national movement,ibig not dealt with in
this paper. The three new movements largely apgetethe peasant
population and their anti-Polish character combiratinic and social
elements. Polish national movement aimed, to alasgent, at restoring the
Commonwealth identified with Poland and made refeeeto the already
established Polish language and literature andureulstrongly linked to
Roman Catholicism (as a matter of fact, in the ,p&sbtestants also
contributed to creation of the Polish language aoHure, but after the
counterreformation and after the partitioning oflapd, they usually
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identified themselves and were identified with othationalities). Ukrainian

movement appealed to anti-Polish, anti-gentry,-Rotnan Catholic senti-
ments of Galician Orthodox or Greek Catholic Rutherpeasantry. Modern
Lithuanian nationalism tried to restore the Greaicly of Lithuania by

making reference to its founders (first of alljt®greatest ruler Vytautas the
Great). It was popular among Baltic dialects-spegpeasantry, but it also
attracted a lot of Polish-speaking gentry, consigderthemselves as
“Polonized Lithuanians”, who felt being obliged tteturn to their original

ethnicity and language. Byelorussian national maxeimthe weakest one,
also made reference to the Great Duchy preseritig & Byelorussian state
(and to Vytautas the Great as a Byelorussian hdrios movement was

addressed primarily to Orthodox Ruthenian peasaoitrihe former Great

Duchy, although there were many Polish speakind@iat and Protestant
noblemen among the activists of this movement.

One of the concerns of national movements was kgeuFor the Polish
national movement the aim was to preserve its unithie three states and to
defend its status, while for the Ukrainian, Lithizan and Byelorussian
movements the primary concern was to create ndtstaadard language and
to gain social acceptance for it.

From the territorial point of view, a complicateduation was in and
around Lvov (capital city of Galicia), which wasentre of the Polish and of
the Ukrainian movement, and even more so in tha aféeVilnius (capital
city of the Great Duchy) where Polish, Lithuanian, Byelorussian and Jewish
national movements were very active (the formeedhappealed roughly to
the same population), apart from representativéiseoRussian Empire.

National movements were not the only political nmaeats on the former
territory of the Commonwealth in the".@nd early 28 century. There were
also revolutionary (socialist), peasant, and libdeanocratic and anti-tsarist
(in the Russian empire) ideas fighting for peoplegsrts and minds. Some
movements combined national and social components.

Considerably different from the above picture oé tformer Poland
(Commonwealth) was the situation of the Kingdom Bwhemia in the
Austrian Empire. The Bohemian state was establidhedvestern Slavic
tribes in the Y century on the territory similar to the presemtitery of the
Czech Republic. Its prime time was in the™1B5" centuries, when it
exerted political and cultural influence on neighbog countries. Of special

! For a short presentation of the history of thity ciee:War and peace among
icons..
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importance for future Czech national movement \kas@zech language and
literature which in this period achieved high legéldevelopment. From the
very beginning the Bohemian state was in closetipalj economic and

cultural relations with German lands, otherwisengemember of the Holy

Roman Empire dominated by Germans. German settésd to settle down

in the Kingdom of Bohemia as farmers, handicrafisraed later on also as
members of royal court and rulers themselves.

German presence and influence intensified after31&wBen Habsburg
dynasty took over the Bohemian throne. The rea ffsindependence was
in 1620 when the Bohemians were defeated at Bilea by Habsburgs and
Czech noblemen were killed in the battle or migtafehis battle was also a
blow for the Czech culture and language as creatmisconsumers of Czech
language and culture disappeared. This event aeatete process of
linguistic and cultural Germanization of the Czempulation. By the 19
century German language dominated in towns andscénd among gentry,
bourgeoisie and educated people. Czech languagemanmy still more and
more diverging dialects — was spoken only by peasd#ins estimated that in
the 19" century 2/5 spoke German and 3/5 spoke Czech ais rifother
tongue and Czech-German bilingualism was widespréadshould be
underlined that among Czech-German bilinguals areh emong German
native speakers many considered themselves ag €hachs.

The Czech national movement in theM1€entury had three kinds of
objectives: linguistic (creation or restorationtbé Czech standard language
and upgrading its status), socio-economic (advaeoenof the Czech
population, especially in commerce and industrycampetition with the
German population) and political (autonomy for tieemer Kingdom of
Bohemia, especially after transforming of the HaligkEmpire into double
Austrian-Hungarian monarchy). Czech national movamegas a part of
a broader Pan-Slavonic (or Austro-Slavonic) movaneéustria-Hungary.
The relations between Czechs and Slovaks from Hyngare particularly
close. Unlike Polish national movement, Czech matieonovement, until the
outbreak of the world war, did not raise state paetelence as its objective.

One of important achievements of the Czech natiomaement in the
19" century was the establishment of the Prague Usityerwhere Czech
became the official language (in fact the existtagrman language-domi-
nated university was split into two linguistic Egrt
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4. THREE BIOGRAPHIES: J. PILSUDSKI, A. (R.) SZEPTYCKI,
T. MASARYK, AND OTHERS

4.1. Jozef Pitsudski (1867—-1935)

He was born in 1867into a rich gentry family (which later lost almesl
its property and became rather poor when he wésl@) e a village nearby
Vilnius (present Lithuania). At home, his familyale Polish “with strong
Lithuanian accent” (as Pilsudski himself descrilésl way of speaking). It
should be noted, that J6zef's father once was owharbig property nearby
Kaunas (present central Lithuania) and lost it asoasequence of tsarist
repressions for his participation in the 1863 &hissian uprising shortly
before J6zef's birth (the property nearby Vilniudich was not confiscated,
belonged to J6zef's mother). The fact that JozisLiBski's father came from
the area of Kaunas is worth mentioning, becaussag the area where
Lithuanian (Baltic) language was still spoken (bgapantry) and where
gentry was of local origin and defined themselves'lathuanian”. Other-
wise, since 1870s it was the stronghold of moddthulnian nationalism
based on Lithuanian language and specific inteaipoet of the history of the
Great Duchy, with strong anti-Polish sentimentsnifleepresentatives of the
gentry in this area joined this movement.

Regarding their ethnic/national identity, the Riski family identified
themselves as “Lithuanian” and “Polish” at the satinee, with “Polish”
meaning “belonging to the ancient Commonwealth” dhithuanian”
meaning “belonging to the ancient Great Duchy dhliania as a part of the
Commonwealth”. In the area of Vilnius and in Vilsiutself, where the
Pitsudski family moved after losing their land peoty, at least five ethnic
groups were present: Polish, Lithuanian (in thes@né meaning of the word,
it is Baltic Lithuanian), Byelorussian, Jewish amlssian plus many
Germans and French. Besides, there were severgiotsl groups: apart
from numerous communities of Catholics, Orthodoxl dews there were
Protestants, Muslims (Tatars) and Karaims. Pitsudgls Catholic, but to
marry his future wife he turned to Protestantisng kter on, in 1916 (after
separation) returned to Catholicism. Jbézef attendgksian-language
secondary school in Vilnius (Polish-language schidwd been shut down,
and speaking Polish in schools was banned by Russithorities in order to

2 There are a lot of biographies of Pitsudski. Amang most recent and see that by
W. Kalicki (2009) on which this paper partially leas
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crack down Polish national movement). After grathgafrom the secondary
school, one year later Jézef studied medicine ahigersity in Kharkov
(present day Kharkiv in eastern Ukraine), planreedtudy in Dorpat (today
Tartu in Estonia) and finally returned to Vilniuas can be seen, he was
familiar with Russian language and culture, but toatact with Russians
strengthened his anti-Russian sentiments rather ¢heated a kind of pro-
imperial loyalty. Neither did it create willingnessparticipate in the Russian
political life. J6zef Pitsudski’s older brotherBronistaw’s, attitude Russians
and Russia was slightly different. Bronistaw coegped with a group of
Russian revolutionaries, among them was Alexandenbl, older brother
of Vladimir Ulianov, better known as “Lenin”, in failed attempt on tsar
Alexander IlI's life (during the plot Ulianov liveth Pitsudski’'s house in
Vilnius). As a punishment for this plot, Bronistd®itsudski was sent for 15
years to Russian Far East (where he became fanoousist ethnographic
study of Ainu people) and Alexander Ulianov was e@xed (many years
later, after the Bolshevik revolution, Vladimir dhov would have bloody
revenge on Russian tsar and his family). Jozefu@dlsi, although not
engaged in the plot, was sent for 5 years to eaS#eria. He was 19 years
old at that time. These years in exile made hirmewere hostile towards the
Russian Empire and the tsarist regime.

Upon return to Vilnius, he started his undergropntitical activity in the
Polish Socialist Party, a party which combined tea of independent
Poland with the idea of socialism (social democyagynong other things,
he wrote articles, edited and distributed illegalvepaper “Robotnik” (Polish
word for “worker”) and what was even more importame¢ organized and
headed a “fighting group” of the party, an armectise of the party which
protected anti-tsarist manifestations from attawkihe police with guns, and
attacked Russian state institutions to rob moneyp#@itical activity. Jozef
Pilsudski became famous in the underground movendming the
revolution in Russia in 1905. In that time his paras split into two wings —
one more socialist than Polish and the other, hedne Pitsudski, more
Polish than socialist. Pitsudski, just like oth@ligh national activists in the
Russian Empire, had a “safe haven” in Galicia —omaoinous Austrian
province dominated by Poles.

In Galicia, Pitsudski organized paramilitary (orlitary) groups called
“legions” prepared to fight for independence ofdPal. After the outbreak of
the world war, legions took part in the fighting the Austrian-German side
against Russia. Personal qualities of Pitsudska asilitary commander as
well as victories of his troops, made him extrem@dpular among soldiers
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and in the Polish public opinion in general. Hipplarity even grew, when
in 1916 he resigned from the position of a commamddegions in protest
against unwillingness of Austrians and Germanstmgnize Poland’s right
for independence, and later when he (and his ssléilowing him) refused
to swear loyalty to Austria and Germany and wasrisoped by Germans in
Magdeburg. He spent almost two years in imprisorimenthese years he
grew to the position of a number one national harall Polish lands (in
Russia, Austria and Germany).

On 10" November 1918, when the war was over and Germas/tern
by socialist revolution and threatened by invasignBolsheviks, German
authorities released Pitsudski and sent him to Wais hope that he would
help restore order on Germany’s eastern border.rieixe day, 11 Novem-
ber, Pitsudski took over the power from the Rege@oyncil (a temporary
German authority over the territory of former RassEmpire under German
military occupation) and announced re-establishnenPolish state with
himself as a temporary head of the state. It is@afly worth noting that he
was accepted as the national leader almost byaéiBPpolitical groups in
both Russia and Austria (the only group that redfuse do so were
communists aiming at establishing a nationlessepmdbn state and who
supported Bolsheviks). A few weeks later Polishiamatl uprising in the
Pozna region in Germany started, which ended up witloiporation of this
region to the newly re-emerged Polish state. Acoegs of Pitsudski as the
leader of the nation and the state upon his artov&Varsaw was confirmed
by the fact that all leaders of political partiexagroups (including 30,000
strong German military garrison) wanted to meet.hiime number of people
wanting to meet him was so great that he spentdays meeting them.
Without any doubt he was a charismatic leader wiited the nation in this
critical moment and decisively contributed to thebirth of Poland (one
should not, of course, ignore the role of the cmriee in Versailles which
accepted, in principle, Polish state).

Pitsudski strongly influenced internal politicalfeli and international
position of Poland, and he did it due to his clmasAs mentioned earlier,
his Polish-Lithuanian identity resulted in his urstanding of Poland as the
ancient Commonwealth. Consequently, he wantedtailceit as a federa-
tion comprising Poland, Ukraine, Lithuania and,9bly, Byelorussia (if not
included to Lithuania). For this reason he refupedice with Bolshevik
Russia because it required to resign from thetoeyriof the former Great
Duchy of Lithuania as a part of the newly rebornn@monwealth. The
Polish-Bolshevik war of 1919-1920 had three stadgeslish offensive
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(taking Kiev without fighting), Bolshevik countefefisive, the battle of
Warsaw (August 1920) with decisive victory of Palamhich started a new
offensive of the Polish army. The Warsaw victorgrilbuted to the military
genius of Pitsudski, strengthened his prestigeoiail even more.

The Polish-Soviet war of 1919-1920 was in a sensgrolic “war of
younger brothers”: Bronistaw Pitsudski and Alexantiianov were once
united in their opposition against the tsarist megi their younger brothers —
Jozef Pitsudski and Vladimir Ulianov (Lenin) now dued two hostile
camps; the one fighting for a universalistic idggloand a future world
without nations and states, and the other fighforga nationalist ideology
and to revive a once existed state.

Despite this victory, his plans to restore the $toliithuanian Common-
wealth failed. Neither Ukrainians from eastern Galithe area of Lvov) nor
Lithuanians from the area of Kaunas wanted a unith Poland, and those
Ukrainians (as the Kiev-based Ukrainian People’puRéc) who were
inclined for an alliance with Poland, were too wéakesist Bolsheviks and
to be a valuable partner. Finally, the newly essaleld Polish state annexed
eastern Galicia defeating Ukrainian nationalistsreh(and making them
hostile towards Poland, ready to join any enemiafnd) and occupied and
annexed the area of Vilnius which dramatically detated relations with
the newly established Lithuania, which never restgftom Vilnius.

After the Polish-Soviet war, Pitsudski gave up bfficial positions and
became a “private person”. However, he was polijicactive criticizing
what he called “anarchy of the parliament”. In ME326, making use of his
popularity and charisma in the army, he stagedup abétat overthrowing
the democratically elected parliament and goverrinjentwo-day fighting
some 200 soldiers on both sides were killed, aarags the army remained
loyal to the government). According to the followeaf Pitsudski, the coup
d’état was necessary to defend Poland from anaacialy paralysis of the
executive power, which once, in the™@&entury, led to the catastrophe. His
critics argue that it was not necessary and tHatu#ski did not understand
and did not accept democratic rules of the politzane.

After the coup he did not accept any high rank tpmsiin the state,
retaining a modest position of the *“inspector o tlarmed forces”.
Nevertheless, for everybody it was obvious thatias the true ruler of the
state. He introduced authoritarian political systehich left little room for
political opposition. He practically appointed pamministers and presidents
of the republic. Despite (or because) of his autheanism he was quite
popular in the society. There was a widespreadebdétiat Poland would
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remain safe as long as he was alive. He died i 188ving the nation in
uncertainty about its future. Four years later, Saptember 1939, two
enemies: fascist Germany and the Soviet Union ieda@oland putting an
end to the second independent Polish state.

As can be seen from the above analysis, Jozef dBit§umore than
anyone, contributed to regaining independence Hgridoin 1918 and to
defending it in 1920. Achievements and failureshef interwar Poland were
also, to a large extent, results of his actionghait sense he was the “father
of the nation”, although, paradoxically, Polish ioat state was not his
ultimate goal, this goal being restoration of theltrathnic Commonwealth
of the two (or three or four) nations, where hisulole Polish-Lithuanian
identity could be placed.

4.2. Andrei Sheptytskyi or Roman Szeptycki
(1865-1944)

His original Polish name was Roman Szeptycki, fdrdihians he is
known as Andrei Sheptytskyi (in the original Ukiaim spelling: Auapeii
lentuipkuit). He was born into a rich aristocratic family iaséern Galicia,
then a province of the Habsburg monarchy, populdtgdseveral ethnic
groups: Poles, Ruthenians, Jews, Germans, Armeraadsothers. There
were also several religious groups: Roman Catholigseek Catholics,
Orthodox, Jews, etc. The language of the Szepftiarkily was Polish, but
they also spoke French (language of internationatagracy) and German
(language of the Empire). His mother was a daugbitehe famous Polish
writer Aleksander Fredro. His father, as many not@e in that area, was of
Ruthenian origin. His family was Roman Catholicorfr the childhood he
was meeting people of several religions, languages identities. It seems
that his identity was to a large extent determibgchis mother, who in the
time of his childhood confessed a Christian religioess that tried to
transcend ethnic boundaries (Roman Catholics =sP@esek Catholics and
Orthodox = Ruthenians, etc.).

Maybe his mother’s religiousness was behind higsd@st (when he was
18 years of age) to change the rite from Roman dliaitbm to Uniate
(Greek) Catholicism and to join the Uniate orderBasilians (where he
adopted the order name, AndfeiPerhaps he considered that the Uniate

® The change of rite by Roman Szeptycki is one efrttost intriguing moments of
his biography. For its interpretations see e.gZidba (ed.), 1994 and L. Hentosh, 2003.
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Church, combining elements of Western (Roman Cmth@nd Eastern
(Orthodox) elements of Christianity, would be tlestbasis for reunification
of Christianity. It should be stressed that hisiohleman’s, presence in the
Greek Catholic Church was rather a rare phenomasothis Church was
generally associated with peasantry, while noblensed to belong to the
Roman Catholic Church. As early as in 1900, whenvas 35 years old, he
was appointed (by the Pope) to the position of Arstop (or “metro-
polite”), head of the Greek Catholic Church in G@li It seems that a part
(maybe majority) of Greek Catholics regarded thgpantment with suspi-
cion as a Polish (Roman Catholic) conspiracy tarobiGreek Catholics and
the emerging national movements among Ruthenians.

That time was a period of intense national agitaiio eastern Galicia,
accompanied by social conflicts. On one side theas Polish national
movement, recruiting most of its followers amongm Catholics, gentry
and urban intelligentsia (including that of Gernzand Jewish origin), on the
other side there were two national projects amomgeks Catholics and
Orthodox: a pan-Ruthenian (evolving into RussianMarscophile orienta-
tion) and Ukrainian (retaining that Ukrainians botHRussia and in Austrian
Galicia were a separate nation, neither Poles nassiBns). These two
projects were addressed mostly to peasantry (ex&ephan Catholic
peasantry).

In the ethnic and social conflicts of that time lnishop Sheptytskyi
defended interests of his fellow believers gaingngdually their trust and
respect. He was also a political activist, memtefAwstrian parliament (of
its Chamber of Lords). It seems that due to hisgeal contacts with the
community of the Uniate Church he identified hiniseith this community
more and more, becoming mentally and ideologidalighenian or, better to
say, Ukrainian. By his personal prestige and agtiviot only in Galicia and
Austria, but also in Vatican and internationallyy his use of the local
language (until then considered as depreciableapéatalect) he tremen-
dously contributed to the advance of Ukrainianaratlism (and to the defeat
of the pro-Russian project in Galicia).

Decisive for the fate of the Polish and Ukrainiational movements, and
very important for the Szeptycki family, was theay@918. It was the year of
open military conflict between the two nationalisolaiming for the same
territory of eastern Galicia. Eventually Ukrainiaationalists were defeated
and the territory was annexed by Poland. In tima¢ tarchbishop Sheptytskyi
firmly stood on the Ukrainian side. He visited sovest European countries
and the USA advocating, unsuccessfully, for recigmiof the Ukrainian
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state and turning attention to problems of Ukraisidn the interwar Poland
he represented a kind of “passive loyalty” towatttls Polish state, always
representing interests of the Ukrainian populationthat time Ukrainian
national movement in Poland intensified, takingnfer of terrorism. In
September 1939, after the collapse of Poland, ma&alicia was occupied
by the Soviet Union. Soviet authorities, like earlPolish ones, tolerated him
and did not dare to arrest or force him to resrgmfthe office being afraid
of reactions of the Ukrainian people. Germans, whoupied this territory
since mid-1941 to mid-1944, and Soviets since n3idi41to his natural death
in November this year, behaved in the same wayveeburied with solemn
assistance of the Soviet army).

In his long 44 years of service as the head ofGheek Catholic Church
in eastern Galicia, he tremendously contributedth® formation of the
Ukrainian nation and to making the Uniate Churclmational Ukrainian
Church and a stronghold of Ukrainian nationalismcdntemporary Ukraine,
especially in western Ukraine, where Ukrainian ovadiism is the strongest
and the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church prevailshbishop Sheptytskyi is
a venerable national hero.

Poles, especially those coming from eastern teiegoof the interwar
Poland, consider him, in best case, as a “contstlepersonality”, and in
the worst case as a “murderer” responsible fortergantellectual atmos-
phere in which radical Ukrainian nationalism grepu This nationalism is,
according to this opinion, responsible not onlydati-Polish terrorism in the
interwar period but first of all for anti-Polishheiic cleansing in eastern
Galicia and Volynia in 1943, when up to 200,000eBdlaccording to various
estimates), innocent civilian population, wereddlliin a cruel way by Ukrai-
nian nationalists. According to this opinion, arishiop Sheptytskyi did too
little and too late to stop the killing. For thisason Polish Catholic Church
opposes his beatification proposed by the Ukrai@egek Catholic Church.

Contribution of archbishop Sheptytskyi to the fotima of the Ukrainian
nationalism seems to be unquestionable (the quewjdf he can be, or to
what extent he can be, blamed for atrocities cotehiin the name of the
Ukrainian nationalism, and for hostilities betwedkrainians and Poles).
Such an outcome of his activity is a tremendousga, given that his
original idea was to unite all Christians in peaod harmony.

Szeptycki family — the five Szeptycki brothers (remunting two who
died in the age of two and 17 years) — can servanasxemplification of
difficult choices of persons of mixed ethno-cullubackground and of the
role of accidence in such choices. Out of five $zdp brothers two opted
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for being Ukrainian and three for being Polish. @h¢he latter — Stanistaw
Szeptycki (1867-1950) is a Polish national heraniStaw Szeptycki, unlike
his older brother, a priest, chose military caieethe Austrian army. In the
World War | he was the commander of one of brigazfake Polish Legions
(another commander was Pitsudski) and in 1917 cteeimander of the
Legions and chief commander d&folnische Wehrmach{Polish ethnic
military formation within the German army). Sinc@wmber 1918 he was
one of the highest ranked officers (general) in #mmy of independent
Poland, playing an important role in the Polishi8bwar and in other
military activities, like supporting the anti-GerméSilesian uprisings. In the
independent Poland he was placed at the highegigmssin the army. In
1923 he was the minister of military affairs (naabdefence) (he disagreed
with Pitsudski and after 1926 coup d’état withdréam politics). Another
Szeptycki brother — Kazimierz (Clement) Szeptyd8q7—-1951) — just like
his brother Roman (Andrei) changed the rite andcatreca Greek Catholic
monk. He was also a member of Austrian parliamenting World War I
he did a lot to save Jews (in 1995, after his ddathel rewarded him with
the medal “Righteous among peoples of the worldficked to those, who
rescued Jews during the holocaust). In 1947 he as&ested by KGB and
died in a KGB prison. In 2001 he was declared safiihe Catholic Church
by the pope John Paul I, during his visit to Ukea{imaybe his beatification
was a substitution for non-beatification of his wowersial brother).

4.3. Tomas Masaryk (1850-1937)

He was born into a modest family (his mother waak and father a
coachmen) in Moravia, not far away from Vienna,te then Habsburg
monarchy. His family was multiethnic: his fathersaa Slovak from nearby
Hungary (a part of the monarchy) and mother, acogrth Masaryk himself,
“‘was German” (Doubek, 1999). “German” meant that l@guage was
German, otherwise she was a German-speaking Caecman was the main
language in the Masaryk family, but in his childddee also mastered Czech
and Slovak (which are closely related). ConsequeMbsaryk was Czech-
-German, bilingual and therefore easily took pathhkin the Czech (Slavic)
and German-Austrian political and cultural life.

He studied in Vienna when he met many people ofcRzand pan-
Slavonic orientation, so that in his youth he waergly influenced by the
idea of pan-Slavism. After graduating from the emsity he was offered two
jobs: at the newly established University of Tsclosvitz (Bukovina, part of
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the Habsburg Empire, now south-western Ukraine) @nd newly establi-
shed Czech part of the Prague University (diviobthe Prague University
along linguistic lines, which meant in fact estabing a new, Czech
university, was one of achievements of the Czectiomal movement).

Teaching in Tschernowitz was in German, teachinBregue was in Czech.
Masaryk chose the Prague University because herpeef Prague rather
than because he preferred the Czech language. F98&hto the outbreak of
the World War I, he held the position of ProfessérPhilosophy at the
Prague University. One may say that working at acBzuniversity finally

made him Czech.

His road to Czechism, however, led via Slavismhis youth he was
probably more Slav than Czech, but his personalacts with Russia (some
visits to Russia as a professor of the university)sidered then by pan-Slavs
in Austria as “motherland of all Slavs” and a deepsight into conflicts
within the Slavic world (first of all between Ruass and Poles) made him
sceptical about possibility of creation of a Slam@&tion or community, or
Slavic solidarity.

Masaryk combined his activity as a scholar and iphbl (he was a head
editor in some journals dedicated both, to spestmland to the general
public, both in Czech and in German) with his pacdit activity. He was
a member of the Austrian parliament (1891-1893 wiewas forced by his
party to resign for being too loyal to Austria and 1907-1914). As
politician, despite his high ambitions, he was verty successful. One of the
reasons of his political defeat was his personatadteristics: inability for
team party politics in a democratic system and dmgbitions to be party
leader. These qualities were appalling for indepatdstrong personalities.
Therefore, he could only organize around himselalsmroups of young,
inexperienced followers.

His socio-political views can be characterized ibsrhl-democratic and
progressive. He was an adversary of both Marxisng, @ericalism and
conservatism, especially Catholic clericalism (tlagitude towards the
Catholic Church may explain his decision to conterProtestantism). As
regards his opinions on Czech nationalism, he sawn icultural and
economic terms and until the outbreak of the WaMadr | never raised the
guestion of an independent Czech state. As schpdditjcal thinker and
politician, he wrote both for the Czech public ime€h, and in German for
all-Austrian (including German-speaking Czechs) amdrnational public.
By no means could he be considered as a radicathCazationalist. Even
more, he became known to the broad Czech publicermid-1980s for his
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critical attitude towards would-be monuments oflyanedieval Czech
literature “discovered” and published at the beuigrof the 18 century. He
was one of those, who proved that these manusasipte a hoax, which
came as a shock for the Czech national movement.

In the eve of the outbreak of the war, after 30ryed active academic,
public and political life, Masaryk was a recognileapersonality but hardly
any charismatic national leader. His prime time was World War |,
especially years 1916-1918, when he became a refadiismatic national
leader. During the war he realized that Austria-any would collapse and
that an independent Czechoslovak state was thesbasgion. The idea of
union of Czechs and Slovaks can be traced backstpdrsonal origin, to
pan-Slavonic ideology and to his geopolitical cdesations. In 1916, as
a self-appointed representative of the Czech naimrravelled abroad, to
Italy, France, UK, Russia and the USA meeting ééigeech and Slovak
politicians and leaders of host countries, advagafor the idea of inde-
pendent Czechoslovakia. In Russia he organizedta gumerous Czecho-
slovak army (composed mostly by Czech war prisonerfussia, who
otherwise usually voluntarily had left the Austrianmy and joined Russians
for not willing to fight for Austria and because aheir pan-Slavic
sentiments). This army, fighting against Austriaaswa military factor
underpinning Czechoslovak political aspirations.cas be seen, this tactics
was similar to the tactics of the Polish nationavament with a difference,
that while Poles (as an autonomous military fororgtiwere fighting on the
Austrian side against Russia, Czechs were fightigginst Austria on the
Russian side. In 1918 Masaryk met the US presiBison, convincing him
to back the idea of independent Czechoslovakia.inQuhis stay in
Washington Masaryk proclaimed the establishmenhdépendent Czecho-
slovakia. In November 1918 Masaryk came back t@uaenthusiastically
received by the Czechs as the “father of the natide (aged 68 at that time)
was then elected president of the Czechoslovak Iitiepue-elected several
times. In 1935 he resigned from this office (foaltle reasons) and died in
1937.

One of undesirable outcomes of establishing thepaddent Czechoslo-
vakia was the ethnic conflict between the Czeclistae Germaris A great
part of the German population, despite their rigigsnhational minority, did

It is interesting to note that mixed Czech-Gernmaarriages (similar to that to
which Masaryk was born) in that time became vemg.r&ee L. Nesladkova (2003,
p. 14).
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not consider Czechoslovakia as their own statestriited by the down-
grading of the German language and by their stasua national minority
rather than a state nation. This conflict pavedwiag for Nazi Germany to
destroy Czechoslovakia and to occupy Czech lands9BD. The role of
German minority in these events, after World Wan#pired Eduard Benes,
Masaryk’s closest follower and his successor asigeat of Czechoslovakia,
to “deport” German population. Public and even atgvuse of the German
language, otherwise Masaryk’s mother tongue, wasiéx for several years
(see Korbel, 2002, p. 62).

4.4. Some other cases of national activists
of mixed ethno-cultural background

Below, there are only a few cases confirming coxipfeof the choice of
national identity by persons of mixed ethno-cultdrackground in Central-
-Eastern Europe in the 1@nd 26' century.

Jan Henryk Dabrowski (Dombrowski) (1755-1818). His father was
a Polish nobleman and mother was of German-Scattigfn (a Calvinist).
He was born in a town near Cracow (then and nowarie)l When he was
11, he was brought to Saxony and later startedieargicareer there. He was
linguistically Germanized and influenced by the @an culturg, without,
however, forgetting his Polish roots. In 1792, dgrithe partitioning of
Poland, he dedicated his life and personal propttyight for Poland.
Among his activities and wars, in which he tooktpaersonally, the most
important from the present point of view is orgamzand commanding of
Polish Legions in Italy at the end of the™&entury, which fought Austria
for Italian independence and were an ally of Napol8onaparte. At that
time Polish national flag was established and natianthem was written (in
fact, it was a song popular among the soldiers).tha anthem itself,
Dabrowski’'s name is mentioned (he is the only Poldyose name is
mentioned in the Polish national anthem). Givert beawas more fluent in
German than in Polish, he communicated with hisisRokoldiers via
interpreters. He wrote his memoirs in German. k& Kapoleonic wars he
fought on the side of Napoleon. It can be addedi th 1802 some of
soldiers of the legions — some 5 thousand troopgether with French
troops, were sent by Napoleon to Santo Domingot(Hai crush the revolt

® polish historian, Andrzej Walicki, considers JBabrowski as “ethnically non-
-Polish” (see Wallicki, 2000, p. 148).
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of black slaves. A group of Polish soldiers, foeatistic reasons (“liberte,
égalité, fraternité”) went over to the side of theurgents. Most of those
who survived the war and diseases, returned to deum migrated to
America. Some 400 men remained on the island andedalack women.
Some of their descendants, black people speakewgchror the local Creole,
still have Polish family names, decorate their hemath Polish flags and
call themselves “Poloné Nwa” (Black Poles”, in Hait Creolej. Until the
late 1920s Haitian constitution stipulated thattHapuld grant refuge and
citizenship to every Pole requiring it.

Wojciech Ketrzynski (Albert von Winkler) (1838-1918). He was born
as Albert Winkler, in a German-speaking Protestamily in Eastern Prussia
(now north-eastern Poland). When he was 18, heowdtsed that his
grandfather was a Polish nobleman and that hisi{@aéher’s) original name
was Wojciech Ktrzynski, later changed to “Winkler”. In fact, his grand
father married a German woman and educated hislrehilas Germans.
Albert in this very moment decided to “return” tolBh roots, to learn Polish
and to be an active Polish patfioHe changed his name to Wojciech
Ketrzynski. He was active in waking up Polish national smousness
in Prussia/Germany. His 40 years of activity adractbr of Ossolineum —
a publishing house, library and scientific insetyin 1878-1918), Lvov-
-based centre of Polish language and culture, Wagezial importance. The
role of this institution was crucial in defendingnda promoting Polish
language and identity in all the three parts ofidPolands under foreign
empires.

Iwanowski brotherg: Jerzy (1878-1966), Wactaw (1880-1943), Tadeusz
(1882-1971), Stanistaw (?). They were born inteeatyy family in a village
(private property) near Grodno/Hrodna (today nogstern Byelorussia), not
far from Vilnius. The family was Catholic, spokeliBb, and its identity was
“Lithuanian” in the above described meaning of begiag to the ancient
Great Duchy of Lithuania, a part of the Polish-ugimian Commonwealth.
All of them studied in St. Petersburg — capitay at the Russian Empire and
a place where people from every part of the Empaeld be met. During

® See Z. Pinchinat-Witucka (2010), an extensive uieson of the history and
present day of descendants of Polish soldiers iti E&n be found in a book by Italian
journalist Ricardo Orizio:Tribu bianche perdutglost white tribes) see R. Orizio
(2009).

" For more about irzynski/Winkler's life see Ktoskowska (2005).

8 For more about Iwanowski brothers, especially abdlactaw Iwanowski see
Jagietto (2000, p. 116-122).
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their study in St. Petersburg they met various fggaphich can explain their
different choices in the futurderzy after graduating from the Petersburg
University worked as an engineer in metallurgiclEnps in Czstochowa
(now central Poland), populated compactly by Polwpulation, where
Polish national identity was strong. Maybe becanfsthis environment, he
became (or remained) Polish. He took part as vekmin the Polish-
-Bolshevik war (on the Polish side) and held thicefof the Minister of
Industry and Trade, and of Labour and Social A#fain the first
governments of independent Poland. In 1930s healgasa senatokVaclaw
(or Vaclau Ivanouski, in Byelorussian) during his study in Petersburg
approached a circle of people proposing Byelorassiationalism and
became one of its most active members. He establish Byelorussian-
language publishing house, a Byelorussian perigdiygelorussian schools,
wrote in Byelorussian thus contributing to estdbhg Byelorussian standard
language. In his political activity he tried to gaautonomy, if not
independence, for Byelorussia. To do so, he tree@¢dllaborate with the
Germans occupying Minsk during the World War |,lwBolsheviks, with
Poland (with Pitsudski he negotiated establishinglisR-Byelorussian
federation) and with Germany during the World WaHe was killed by an
unknown perpetrator, while being the Mayor of Minagpointed by German
occupation authorities. For him, Byelorussia was titue successor to the
Great Duchy of LithuaniaTadeusz (Tadas Ivanauskasin Lithuanian)
during his study in Petersburg met ethnic Baltithiianians who convinced
him that they were “the true Lithuanians” and thifhuanians should return
to their roots, which meant, among other thingariang Lithuanian (Baltic)
language. He did learn and use Lithuanian. Durimg Polish-Lithuanian
conflict in 1919-1920 he chose Lithuania and chdnigs name to sound
Lithuanian. In independent Lithuania, and thenha Soviet Lithuania, he
was an outstanding scientists (biologist, zooldgstofessor of Kaunas and
then Lithuanian Vilnius University. About the folrtwanowski brother —
Stanistaw, little is known besides the fact, that he waawayer and lived in
Vilnius. His identity was perhaps local or the &dlish-Lithuanian.
Dzierzynski brothers. They were born into an impoverished edaimily
in the area, where Pitsudski and lwanowski brottesie from (now in
Byelorussia, then the Russian Empire). Out of sdverierzynski brothers,
the two— Feliks (1877-1926) andViadystaw (1881-1942) deserve special
attention. The former, known also as the “Iron ¥edir the “Bloody Felix”,
the worldwide, ill-famous, Bolshevik revolutionarypunder of CheKa
(predecessor of NKVD and KGB) and the terror maehon the Bolshevik
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Russia, solved his identity problem by rejectingioralism and opting for
internationalism and universalistic communist idggl. The latter, Wiady-

staw, chose Poland and became outstanding physiciditary doctor and

university professor. He was killed (shot dead) Ggrmans in a street
execution of 100 Poles during the German occupatidtoland.

5. CONCLUSION

As can be seen from the above discussion, tHecgtury, especially its
second half, and the beginning of thé"2@ntury in Central-Eastern Europe
was a time of activism of national movements antinee of searching
for national identity. Old identifications: with neexisting states (Polish-
-Lithuanian Commonwealth of the Two Nations, GrBathy of Lithuania,
Kingdom of Bohemia), with existing multi-ethnic emgs (Russian Empire,
Austrian Empire) or with mythical communities (Retta, Slavia) receded,
giving way to modern national identities: Polishithuanian, Ukrainian,
Byelorussian, Czech (or Czechoslovak), RussianG@dnan, or to a “na-
tionless” (international) identity. Dramatic evertsevolutions (like in 1905
and 1917 in Russia) and wars (wars for independehPeland by the end of
the 18" century, Napoleonic wars and, especially, the WuMar 1) created
perfect conditions for charismatic personalities raedional leaders. An
important role in national movements, as their ranll-file activists and as
their charismatic leaders, was played by peoplenofed ethno-cultural
background. Their road to their respective natimas not always straight
and was often determined by accidental factors hwhare best illustrated by
biographies of members of the same family (Szeptgodthers, lwanowski
brothers, Dzietynski brothers). Also final outcomes of their effodften
considerably differed from original ideas. The vadyfighting for these ideas
differed depending on political system of the giyg#ace and time ranging
from democracy, through underground semi-terragistivity, to personal
participation in battlefields. The above describexgraphies also reveal that
some important identity markers, like language aelkyion, not always
determined one’s ethnic or national identity.
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1. BASIC FACTS

The Kingdom of Belgium (further referred to as Beig) is a consti-
tutional monarchy and the parliamentary democr&stgium has a popu-
lation of about 10.7 million people. The head aftstis King Albert Il. Since
1993, Belgium has been a Federal State.

Belgium is home to three linguistic groups: the duspeaking Flemish,
with a population of 6.161.600, the French-speakMlloons with
3.456.7753 and a small group of German-speakers with a ptipoleof
71.500 living mostly in the east of WalloriaThe administratively separated
Brussels-Capital Region is bilingual (Dutch andriet®. An estimated 59%
of the Belgian population speaks Dutch (often reférto asFlemisl), and
French is spoken by 40%.

! The data on population may differ depending on gbarces. The key factor to
understand the origin of the conflicts influencipglitics of Belgium is proportion of the
French and Dutch speaking population versus lingadlcultural space covered by them
in the course of history. www.wikipedia.org/wiki#ifiders; http://www.wallonie.be.

2 http://www.dglive.be.

3 «Citizens from other countries in the German-speglCommunity”. The German-
-speaking Community. http://www.dglive.be.

* Flanders: 6.079 million inhabitants and about 1&9Brussels's 1.019 million that
makes 6.23 million or 59.3% of the 10.5 million &tfitants of Belgium.

French: Wallonia (3.414 — 0.093 = 3.321 million)daB5% of the Brussels
inhabitants (0.866 million) makes 4.187 million3%.8%;

German: 70,400 in the German-speaking Community0@®B-25,000 speakers of
German in Wallonia outside the geographical bourdasf their official Community, or
0.9%. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Belgium#Language
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*k%

Belgium is administratively divided into five Flesi and five Walloon
provinces that, in turn, are divided into 589 caoeslimunicipalities (308
Flemish — 281 Walloorl) The Constitution of 1993 established a unique
federal state based on culture and language (comtigg)nand on
administrative division (regions). The three-leselicture (federal, regional,
and community governments) was a compromise reatbhediinimise
linguistic, cultural, social and economic tensfons

Table 1. The three language communities and tlegiems

Regions Communities Names in national languages

the Flemish Region the Flemish CommunityVlaamse Gemeenschap
(Dutch-speaking)
the Walloon Region the French (i.e., French-Communauté Francaise de
-speaking) Community of Belgique

Belgium

the Brussels-Capital |the German-speaking Deutschsprachigen Gemeinschaft
Region (bilingual) Community

Source: Author’'s own elaboration.

Although the structure of the federal state wodlovaseven parliaments
and governments, in 1980 Flemish politicians detiemerge both. As an
effect of that Flemish decision, Belgium has sixlipemnents (councils) and
Six governments.

1.1. Language conflict

Struggle for equal lingual rights of the Dutch dpeg Flemish in French-
dominated Belgium has a long tradition. For ceetithere has not been any
language border between speakers of Belgian Frestandard Dutch or
standard German. The Germanic language space waposed of such
languages as West Flemish, East Flemish, Brabantityurgish, Ripuarian
(transitional dialects as Low Dietsch), Moselle rieranian dialect of Trier
and Luxembourgish. The Romance language space vaae of Picard,

® State structure: http://www.flanders.be.
® Understandinghe federal state:
http://www.belgium.be/en/about_belgium/governmettérale staat/.
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Walloon (with four distinct dialects around theiest of Charleroi, Namur,
Liege and Bastogne), Lorrain and Champenois. In rthé-20" century
standard languages dominated in Wallonia (Frencti)Réanders (Dutch) but
the upper classes most often spoke French in aots pf the Kingdom (De
Vries, Willemyns and Burger, 1994). As an effecttloé language struggle
during the 1950s and 1960s, the language areasestablished in 1963 and
included as a part of the Belgian Constitution @Y@. The border between
the language areas is the so-called linguistic droid is based on the actual
language border between the language-spaces (gvithirc exceptions).

1.2. Theringsof fire

Decennia long conflicts of interest between thenf$éd and Walloons,
based on economic and lingual differences, has et visible in the area
of the capital (Deschouwer and Buelens 1999, p—483) — The Brussels
Capital Region, Brussels-Halle-Vilvoorde (BH\nd the language facilities.

The Brussels-Capital Region makes part of Flemish Brabant. It
comprises 19 municipalities, including the City Bfussels itself (the
constitutional capital of Belgium), which is thelpmwfficially bilingual part
of Belgiunf. Constitutionally, it is a politically-distinct Rgon, where the
Flemish and French Communities exercise their aityhdistorically the
local language of Brussels was Dutch, but in th® @ntury, The Capital
Region has been dominated by the French-speakipglaimn (about 85—
90% as opposed to about 10-15% are native Dutcikep®. Strong
economic prosperity in the Brussels area has eabiit the expansion of its
suburbs and creation of a French-speaking majoritgome municipalities
(Velaers, 1999, p. 595-625)

It is important to notice that Brussels does nohstibute a separate
community. The Flemish Community Commission (VG@dahe French
Community Commission (COCOF) act in Brussels on alfelof their
respective Communities.

" “Brussel-Halle-Vilvoorde voor beginners”, ,De Staard”. 2010, 04-13:
http://www.standaard.be.

8« a Constitution belge (Art. 4)". the Belgian SémaMay 2007:
http://www.senate.be.
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Fig. 1. The Brussels-Capitol Region Fig. 2. Flemish Brabant with 54 municipalities
makes part of Flemish Brabant. Source: http://www.haviko.org/images/
It comprises 19 municipalities, including
the City of Brussels proper (the
constitutional capital of Belgium)
Source: wikipedia/commons/e/el/
Brussels_Hoofdstedelijk_Gewest

Brussels-Halle-Vilvoorde (BHV) is a Belgian electoral and judicial
arrondissement (after the location of its main tjuin the centre of the
country, and is composed of:

— the officially bilingual (French and Dutch) Brets-Capital Region,
which coincides with the administrative arrondissatof Brussels-Capitol,

— the officially monolingual Dutch-speaking areaownd it, Halle-
Vilvoorde, which in turn coincides with the Hallelwborde administrative
arrondissemefit

It is rather an exceptional situation, becauseratise the borders of all
Belgian electoral arrondissements correspond with liorders of Belgian
provirgces. The arrondissement BHV comprises aroba®5,000 inhabi-
tantg®.

° For elections of Flemish Parliament electoral mdissements Flemish Brabant is
divided into arrondissement Brussels-Halle-Vilvomrdand the arrondissement of
Leuven. There is a special arrangement for the ipceg of Flemish and Walloon
Brabant : for the allocation of seats between thgyplists on the level of the former
province of Brabant, lists can be combined betwéenven and Brussels-Halle-
-Vilvoorde (Dutch-speaking parties do this) or betw Nivelles and Brussels-Halle-
-Vilvoorde (French-speaking parties do this). Thisctice is known in French as
apparentemenand in Dutch aapparentering

1015 January 2006, Statistics Belgium.
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The municipalities with language facilities, also calledmunicipalities
with linguistic facilitiesor shortened tonunicipalities with facilitieswere
created to facilitate relations between two majaguistic rivals. They have
special law provisions designed to protect the tsigbf their linguistic
minorities

THE NETHERLANDS
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Brugge
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Fig. 3. Recently, 27 municipalities with languageilfdes have functioned in Belgium
Source: after http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikiped@mmons/

In Flanders there are two kinds of municipalitigdwacilities:

a) rim municipalities, which are situated in theerRish rim around the
Brussels-Capital Region and form part of Flemisalint,

b) language border municipalities situated closettlie border with
Wallonia. In these municipalities, the minority ¢arage can be used to deal
with ministries of local and federal governmentddor teaching in some
primary schools. The language of majority must, &esv, be used for
dealing with provincial and regional authorities\dafor secondary school
teaching. French-speakers in Flanders and in then&elanguage area, as
well as Dutch- and German- speakers in Wallonia, gat administrative
documents from local authorities and from some ri@dauthorities in their
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mother tongue. Recently in Belgium there has beéruBctioning muni-
cipalities, which were allowed to have their owndaage facilitie’-

2. PROBLEM ON THE PERIPHERY
OF BRUSSEL S

In the suburbs of Brusséfsthere are six municipalities with language
facilities and 29 other Flemish municipalities wigh growing number of
French-speaking familiés Lingual situation of Brussels has been shaped by
four factors:

1. TheFrankification of Brussels, which basically transformed Brussels
from a Dutch-speaking city to one that is bilinguaith French as both the
majority language ankhgua franca

2. Foreign immigration. Membership of the European Economic Com-
munity, later the EU, resulted in economic immigmat from southern
Europe and later from Turkey, Morocco (a formerriete colony), and the
Congo (a former Belgian colony). In the period ofepo forty years the
number of non-Belgian inhabitants grew from 7% @&d5*.

3. The Frankification of immigrants. The newcomers usually adopt
French. Their children attended French-languageathn, and used French
in their circles of friends and at home (Janss2@6]1). Immigration reduced
the percentage of Dutch speakers and led to fuRtekification of the city
(Witte and Meynen, 2006, p. 181).

4. Internationalization. The internationalization of Brussels brought an
influx of foreign immigrants who chose French matften than Dutch
because of its traditional importance in internagiarelations. Natural expan-
sion of Brussels, due to the growth of internatidgid institutions, more and
more foreign diplomats and other international penrel transferred to
Brussels, and a growing number of formerly Dutchadpng municipalities

™ hitp:/lwww.wikipedia.org/wiki/Faciliteitengemeente
http://www.vlaamserand.be/_docs/Taalwetwijzer.pdf

2 Drogenbos, Kraainem, Linkebeek, Sint-Genesius-Rd¢smmel and Wezembeek-
-Oppem.

13 «3ociaal-economisch profiel van de Vlaamse Ranceen blik op het Viaamse
karakter” (doc). Government of the Flemish CommunitMarch 23, 2007.
http://www.vlaanderen.be.

14 «| aatste 45 jaar in Brussel: 50% bevolking vanoahtoon naar allochtoon”.
Bericht uit het GewisséNon-Profit Data 2007, 04-04. http://www.npdata.be
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in surrounding Flanders explain why Brussels becgmedominantly
French-speaking. “It caused new worry for the Fresgeaking inhabitants,
who were afraid that English would become the nigula franca of the
city. This difference between Anglicization and ik#ication is that there is
no repression or coercion associated with it. Nowre Brussels inhabitants
claim to speak fluent English than fluent Dutch%@f® 28%, respectively®.
Traditionally the northern Europeans use Engliserman instead.

3. RULING OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL COURT

Brussels-Halle-Vilvoorde electoral arrondissemeas fbeen a contro-
versial and highly disputed subject within Belgiukew electoral districts
were created for the elections in 2003 and weredas the borders of
provinces instead of arrondissements. The reasoa thange was that the
existing electoral areas were considered too smh#re was one exception
made for BHV. It became the only electoral distvidtich covers more than
one region (West Flemish and Capitol region).
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Fig. 4. Brussels-Halle-Vilvoorde (BHV) is a Belgian
electoral and judicial arrondissement
Source: after http://www.splits-bhv.be/images/

15 Francis Dubois, “Welcome supplante Welkom & Bress) “Le Soir” 2008, 01-
08, http://www.lesoir.be.
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Only a week after the election in 2003, the Arlitna Court (now the
Constitutional Court) declared the new election lamconstitutional. “It
judged that, among other things, the definitiontloé electoral arrondis-
sement Brussels-Halle-Vilvoorde for national andrdpean elections is
a violation of the non-discrimination principle xeten Belgians, taken in
combination with articles 1 through 5 of the Consgiton (especially article
4, defining the language areas).

However, it left open the precise nature of anyisoh, and thus did not
demand the splitting of the electoral district, betther did it allow it to be
kept as it is now. Nevertheless, the Court decldinedresults of the then-
complete 2003 elections (held under the law dedlareonstitutional) to be
valid, to avoid having to redo the electioh$”

a) What went wrong?

The present electoral system allows French-spedkars Brussels who
move into a commune in the Flemish Region to voteHrench-speaking
Brussels candidates, but Dutch-speakers who make tire monolingual
Walloon Region cannot vote for their Flemish caatkd from the two
regions, where Dutch is an official language.

Another disparity concerns the situation where #rench-speaking
candidates from Brussels can compete for votesih qf Flanders without
being subject to the entire valid legislation (otdythe Belgian laws, but not
to the Flemish laws applicable in the Flemish ragjiovhereas Flemish
candidates in the Walloon Region always have toydimh Belgian and
regional/community legislation. This is considetedbe a form of discri-
mination, although of minor importance.

b) BHV the central issue

In the 2004 elections, for the Flemish ParliaménEmish parties had
included in their programs the demand to split BHW. the coalition
agreement it was mentioned as the issue which twmte' realized imme-
diately”’. The common political stand on that matter wasesigby the three
large Flemish parties: CD&V (Christian-Democratic Blemish), VLD
(Flemish Liberals and Democrats) and SP.A (DifferBaocialist Party), in

16 Arbitration Court, decision (arrest) 73/2003 of ®ay 2003. Grondwettelijk
Hof.be

" “Het kiesarrondissement BHV”, “Het Vlaamse regé&oord is duidelijk over de
splitsing”, http://www.haviko.org/teksten/CDenV_DOSKER_BHV.pdf.
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addition to the Flemish-nationalist N-VA (New Fleshi Alliance) and the
left-liberal Spirit. Since the Flemish governmenmttioe Flemish parliament
have no legal power to pursue the case, the issiseeant to be seen as
a commitment of the then governing parties at aradlevel, VLD and
SP.A, which had adopted the position to settle ¢hee in the federal
government.

The Flemish politicians want to split BHV into tvedectoral districts, like
it has been with the Senate elections: the arreadignt of Brussels-Halle-
-Vilvoorde, and the arrondissement of Leuven. Toeeptable option would
be to return to the situation of electoral arroseiments before 2003. The
French-speakers favour keeping it as is or, at @muim, splitting it with
concessions.

¢) The Walloons and Flemings stands

The French-speaking inhabitants of Belgium genemalbject to splitting
BHV. If it would become unavoidable, the Francop@ommunity would
insist on incorporation of six special-facility camnes for Brussels proper.
In their opinion it would create a previously naxistent “corridor” between
the French-speaking region of Wallonia and majorfisench-speaking
inhabitants of Brussels. Those citizens of Belgiwmo live abroad may
choose in which electoral arrondissement they wanbe registered. A
majority of them choose to be included on thedfstoters in BHV. “Since
this is one judicial arrondissement, a legal case be handled by both
Dutch-speaking and French-speaking judges. Thisesaa problem com-
parable with the electoral situation: Brussels ifingual, and Halle-
Vilvoorde is monolingual Dutch, so it is possibleat a French judge is
appointed to hear a legal case from the Dutch-spgakalle-Vilvoorde
region, which is unfair from a Flemish point of wie— explains author of
the note on situation in BHY,

Many French-speaking politicians claim that “thésench-speakers who
live in the Flemish Region should have the righbéotreated as a linguistic
minority that falls under the Framework Convention the Protection of
National Minorities. This would then give them adiof an 'extra-territorial’
voting right” — writes three French authors (Detgya, Mares and Meier,
2006, p. 311-340).

18 «Franstaligen in buitenland stemmen vooral in BHderedactie.be (VRT nieuws)
2010, 05-13. http://www.deredactie.be.
19 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brussels-Halle-Vilvode.
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d) Two principles

French-speaking and Dutch-speaking politicians camoé from two
opposite principles: personality and territorialitfhat does this mean? The
French-speaking support the personality princigtat is, the right to use
one’s own language wherever one wishes. It applsewell to the counties
where “the strong minority” of French-speaking peolive. They should
have rights to the correspondence in their nataegllage even on the
territories of the Dutch-speaking counties in Flensd The Dutch speakers
object to this concept referring to their oppositew — the territoriality
principle. In Flanders, separated by the languawelds, the only official
language is Dutch. The same is true in WalloniagnehFrench is the only
official language. It is only Brussels where theotlanguages have equal
rights. BHV violates those two principles. It is Because transformation of
the unitarian state into a federal state has nabgen accomplished.

e) Stand of Belgian political parties on the issue

Parties such as Christian Democrats, Liberals, Somalists, as well as
the Green parties, with traditionally long partaijen in the Belgian
government, usually refuse to speak openly abquissible partitioning of
Belgium. For many politicians connected with thgssties, this question
seems to be a taboo and is only discussed fromtontiene by mainstream
politicians in order to menace the other commifity

Most Francophones argue that the state reform neagssary, while all
Flemish political parties demand a severe refornthef Belgian state. In
Flanders, several large parties openly call foaiton of the count’. The
largest is the far right-wing Vlaams Belang paf@emMmish Interest). “This
party called for a splitting of the country to adea their claim of a national
identity, culture’®® and institutions, and argue that Belgium is amatoral”
and “artificial” state, formed simply as a buffeettveen France and other
European powers during "19century conflicts. A majority of Flemish
political parties describe their demands as limitedeeking greater regional
autonomy and decentralization of government. Sowmidi@ opinion polls
show that approximately 46% of the Flemish peoplgpsrt secession from

2 Jean Quatremer, “L'appel & une «Belgique frangaiggall for a “French
Belgium™]”, “Libération” 2007, 12-15) , http://wwdiberation.fr.

2130% of the Dutch-speaking members of the fedesaligment and 17% of the
federal parliament.

22 The Manifesto of the Vlaams Belang”. http:/fleshiepublic.org/manifesto.htm.
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Belgium. Other polls indicate only 12% of the Flegs want the end of
Belgium. A substantial number of those surveyed%B7want more
responsibilities to be devolved to communities ahd regiong®. Many
French-speakers are of the opinion that thereffcgunt regional autonomy
and that Flemish demands are exaggerated in Rature

Openly separatist parties are those which ememgeehtly: New-Flemish
Alliance and List Dedecké&t The heart of the problem for them is not the
partition of Belgium but its federalization (NV-AJso called regionalization
or communitarization.

In Wallonia and Brussels, the only party, being rdpeseparatist, is the
Wallonia-France Ralfy. Although it has no elected representative ateeith
the national or regional level, its demands for plagtition of Belgium and
union of Wallonia and Brussels with France recergbeived some attention
in the media.

The discussion over the crisis in Belgium has kedsa reflected in some
reactions of the country’s immediate neighbourse @h the Francophone
politicians said that the French president Sarkegyressed his interests in
the development of the situation in Belgium. WhawiA de Jong, a member
of the Chistian-Democrat Party (CDA), wrote in articie “Are the
Netherlands ready for independent Flanders?” wasidal and sceptical
Geert Wilders form the right-wing PVVPrtij Van de Vrijheigd was
enthusiastic about this crisis in Belgium. In mgerview for “De Telegraaf”
he has not seen any problem “in unification of Bens and the Netherlands
in what was called “Neder-Vlaanderéh’Readers of the two biggest dailies
in Belgium and in the Netherlands showed that th&o countries are not
ready for it, although only 53% were against tr&dn and 47% in favour.

% “Belgié moet blijven, maar niet zoals nuRe Standaard Online2007, 9-11.
http://destandaard.be.

24 «political crisis pushes Belgium closer to paotiti. The Scotsman
http://news.scotsman.com.

% «programma” (PDF). Lijst Dedecker. http://www.lijedecker.com.

% “Manifesto of the Rassemblement Walonie-Franc®220 http://www.rwf.be.

27 Alwin de Jong, Is Nederland klaar voor een onalfetifk Vlaanderen? “De
Standard” 2007, 13 XI.

% Marc Reynebeau, “De taal was zelden”, ,De Starid2008, 13 V.
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3.1. Consequences of splitting

If it comes to splitting of the BHV electoral distr, the Halle-Vilvoorde
electoral area would merge with the Leuven elettarea and form a pro-
vincial constituency in Flemish-Brabant. Inhabitanf Halle-Vilvoorde, no
matter whether they are French-speaking or Dutelalspg, would lose the
possibility to vote for politicians from Brusselsirthg the federal elections.
In practice, this means:

1) that French-speaking parties of HV would need feom one
francophone list to be able to gain a seat in duerfal parliament, and that
French-speaking politicians from Brussels woulclostes that they would
otherwise gain in the Flemish periphery of Brussels

2) that Dutch-speaking parties in Brussels woulédn¢o form one
Flemish list to be able to gain a seat in the feldearliament, and that
Dutch-speaking politicians in HV would lose votaattthey would otherwise
gain in Brussels,

3) splitting BHV could have negative effects foethafety in the area,
since criminals based in Brussels (who are mostyéh-speaking) often act
in the Dutch-speaking area around it, who wouldehavbe judged in Dutch-
speaking courts,

4. OTHER SCENARIOS

Partition of Belgium, or the dissolution of the Belgian state throuigh t
separation of the Dutch-speaking peoples of theddes region from the
French-speaking peoples of the Walloon region. @t solutions, such as
granting them either independence or respectivesaoan to the Netherlands
and France, has been raised in recent discussionei Belgian and
international medi¥. In this kind of scenario the status of Brussels i
a partitioned Belgium is unknown and is not a nratte serious political
debate.

2 «gplitsing B-H-V is cadeau voor criminelen”, “Knigc2009, 03-05:
http://knack.rnews.be/nl.

30 “Belgium faces a crisis(PDF).New York Timeshttp://query.nytimes.com;
“Belgium may separafe(PDF).The New York Timekttp://query.nytimes.com.
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On 22% November 2007, the Federal Parliament rejectedctmeside-
ration of a proposed resolution to dissolve BelgtunThe resolution had
been introduced on October 29 by the represensativ&¥laams Belang, who
called upon the federal government to “take withdatay the measures
necessary for the purpose of preparing the breatftpe Belgian State, so
the three communities — Flemings, Walloons and @Gesm- can go their
own separate way¥ Most Flemish parties voted against the consideratio
of the proposaf. The three members of the New-Flemish Alliancgetber
with three members of CD&V, have abstaiffed

City-state scenario. In political debate some politicians came up with a
idea to change Brussels into a “European [capitid}rict”, similar to
Washington D.C. or the Australian Capital Territomhich would be run by
the EU rather than Flanders or Wallonia. To make thto a workable
solution, Brussels would turn into an independémtstate, which could join
the EU on equal footing with other EU member statsch a status of
Brussels as a “city-state” has been suggested layl€zhPicqué, Minister-
-President of the Brussels-Capital RedfoiEuropean Union bodies have not
paid much attention to the Belgian is§Ueaving solution of the problem to
the local politicians. The commonly shared viewthat the diversity of
Brussels and its significant economic and geopalitimportance in the
Western hemisphere as the headquarters of the &magmnd NATO rule out
partition of Belgium for the foreseeable future.

3L «“Kamer stemt splitsingsvoorstel Belgié weg”, “Desdaard Online”,
http://destandaard.be.

32«proposal of Resolution to break-up the Belgiaat&twith a view to granting
independence to the sovereign Flemish and Wallaples” (in Dutch and French)
(PDF). Belgian Chamber of Representatives. Nover6b2007.
http://www.dekamer.be.

33 «“Separatist motion rejectedVlaamse Radio- en Televisieomro2p07, 11-22.
http://www.vrtnieuws.net/cm/flandersnews.be.

3 “Kamer stemt Vlaams Belang-voorstel wegVrtnieuws.net 2007, 11-22.
http://www.vrtnieuws.net/cm/vrtnieuws.net/nieuwdipek/071122_voorstel_weggeste
md.

% van Parijs, Philippe, “Brussels after Belgiumnfye town or city state?” (PDF),
The Bulletin2007, 10-4, http://www.uclouvain.be.

% Feki, Donya, “Jean Quatremer: a nation has been bd-landers”Café Babel
2007, 11-29. http://www.cafebabel.com.
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Extension of Brussels. One of the realistic ways to avoid splitting-up of
Belgium is an extension of the Brussels Capitali®egto the surrounding
municipalities within the Flemish Brabant and WalioBrabant arrondisse-
ments. These wealthy areas, with their 1.5 millioinabitants, airport and
forest within its boundaries make the city finatlgiaviable as an inde-
pendent state. Extensions of Brussels would makérge or four times
larger than the current capital region. As an éfeicsuch an extension,
Brussels would have all assets to claim her paositb the capital of the
European UnioH. Such an option, that is the enlargement of thesls
capital region, has a strong support of many Frespaakers in the Flemish
municipalities with facilities for French-speakessrrounding Brussels. All
Flemish political parties reject such an extensibthe bilingual region.

5. PRALINES DIVORCE, OR WILL BELGIUM SURVIVE?®®

Politicians and political parties debated in 200&rothe future of
Brussels-Halle-Vilvoorde electoral district. Theldoving compromise has
been reached:

1. The BHV electoral district could be joined to theghbouring Flemish
electoral district of Leuven, allowing greater nwerd of Dutch speakers
a vote in a combined Brussels-Halle-Vilvoorde-Leuwdsstrict.

2. In return for leaving BHV in its current state, omeght accomplish
Flemish demands for specific powers currently urfekxteral jurisdiction to
be conferred to the Regions.

11" May 2005 was a deadline, by which time a decisias to be
reached, but this date has expired without satmfacsolution. The Prime
Minister requested a vote of confidence from thdignaent®. The Parliament
supported the government on Friday" May 2005 and the issue was put on
hold until the next general election of"lOune 2007. Two years later, ofA 7

37Van Parijs, Philippe, “Brussels after Belgiumnfye town or city state? ” (PDF).
The Bulletin2007, 10-4. http://www.uclouvain.be.

% This term has appeared in the Polish edition ofwisweek”: “Pralinkowe
krélestwo, Czy Belgia trafi do poeiznikow historii jako najwiksza pomyika
nowazytnej Europy? Walonowie i Flamandowie usilnie naantpracuy”’.[Pralines
Kingdom. Will Belgium Go Down in the History Bookas the Biggest Mistake of
Modern Times? Walloons and Flemings work hard pn it
http://www.newsweek.pl/artykuly/pralinkowe-krolesiw902,2, 04 grudnia 2007 17:02,

39“B-H-V begraven”, “De Standaard” 2005, 11-05. hitpww.standaard.be.
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November 2009, the Flemish-speaking parties votédeaCommittee on the
Interior of the Chamber of Representatives fordisentanglement, while the
French-speaking parties refused to vote on thatomaind left the rooff.
All representatives of the Flemish parties votedawvour of the split of the
BHYV electoral district, with the exception of Gréewho abstained.

The transitional period of the interim Governmeaine to an end on 20
March 2008. The new Flemish President of the Canginal Court Marc
Bossuyt has stated that future federal electiors &fter 2007) would be
deemed “unconstitutional” if a legal arrangement fBrussels-Halle-
Vilvoorde had not been put in place by therccording to Article 65 of the
Belgian Constitution, the Federal Parliament enslsgerm after four years,
which automatically leads to new federal electiovithin 40 day4®. This
means the next federal elections were scheduled0bt. In April 2010, the
Flemish liberals VLD withdrew from the governmerdgchuse no solution
was found for the problem of BHV at the agreed ugate, therefore causing
the collapse of the Leterme Il Government. Consetiyyenew general
elections were scheduled for June 2810hese general elections and the
next government will have to work hard to find dusion for BHV. The
recent winner of the elections, N-VA, has become targest and the
strongest party of Flanders and Belgium. SplittofgBHV without any
concessions for French speakers, and the confemtecdtBelgium, is one of
top issues of N-VA’s agenda. Time will tell in whidlirection the situation
will develop. The Kingdom of Belgium is not the samfter April of 2010,
due to this problem.

40 “Kamercommissie keurt splitsing B-H-V goed”, ,beenieuws” 2007, 11-07,
http://lwww.brusselnieuws.be.

1 “verkiezingen 2009 ongrondwettelijk zonder oplogsiBHV', “De Morgen”
2007, 11-13. http://www.demorgen.be;Verkiezinge@20ngrondwettelijk-zonder-oplo
ssing-BHV.dhtml.

“Zonder oplossing bhv geen grondwettelijke verkiggin” , “De Standard online”
2007,11-13.

http://www.standaard.be.

“2«“Normale verkiezingsdatum en vervroegde verkiegitig FPS Interior Belgium-
Directorate of Elections. 2007-04-10. http://wwve.iisn.fgov.be.

43«CD&V: Open VLD stelde onmogelijke deadline”, “detactie.be” (VRT nieuws)
2010, 04-26. http://www.deredactie.be.
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HISTORICAL REGION OF LUXEMBOURG
IN THE STRUCTURES OF EUROPEAN UNION

The Grand Duchy of Luxembourg, just like AndorragHtenstein, San
Marino and the Channel Islands, belongs to thegaf European feudal
system. Despite such genesis, at the same timenmhxeg remains
a modern Western European country with a very btghdard of living. The
complex history of Luxembourg resulted in the fabgt the Grand Duchy
is just a part of historical region of Luxembouigided into four countries —
Luxembourg, Germany, Belgium and France (Margue9197 53). Physio-
graphically, although small in size (2586 ¥mLuxembourg is nowadays
a very diverse country. The northern part, calleslir@, is a mountainous
area of the Ardennes, while the south (Gutlandyrgs to Lorraine Plateau,
with much milder land relief, covered with deepleg$ of the rivers Sauer,
Clerve, Moselle and Alzette.

Historically, the territory of Luxembourg colonizéxy the Celtic Treveri
tribe, was part of Roman province of Belgica in Gammce year 53 BC
(Piotrowicz, 1985, p. 10-11; taptos, 2001, p. 41Phe centre of the
province was based in Augusta Treverorum (nowadatys of Trier in
Germany, located 21 km from Luxembourg’s bordegptios, 2002, p. 156).
After Roman administrative reforms of Diocletiahetlands of Luxembourg
together with fragments of the present Lorraineenacorporated in Belgica
Prima province. The River Rhine was a border betmtte Roman Empire
and Agri Decumates (the Alemanni tribe) (Laptos9d,9p. 13). However,
apart from three major roads, which crossed thdslasf Luxembourg, the
Romans did not erect any major towns and their roantres were located in
nearby Trier and Metz (Divodorum) (Margue, 19793p. Since 407, after
five centuries of Roman rule, the Frankish influeh\avere beginning to
emerge in the historical lands of Luxembourg, esgigcduring the rule of
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Clovis | (481-511), when the locals were convettehristianity (Laptos,
2002, p. 156). Since 555, these lands became ptre d-rankish Kingdom,
as Austrasia. This time period left a strong infice in this area, as the
Franks introduced their own languageoielfrankischin the eastern part of
Luxembourg lands, while the western lands stilldus@omanic dialects
(Walloon) (Laptos, 2001, p. 412). This historicakder was used in 1839 to
separate Romanic language-speaking people fromGé@enan-speaking
inhabitants and nowadays forms the western borfleheo Grand Duchy
(Treffers-Daller and Willemyns, 2002, p. 5; SzW09, p. 203).

After the breaking of the Frankish state in 843tHwy power of Treaty of
Verdun, the historical lands of Luxembourg werenfdun the lands granted
to Lothar. It was located in the meridional bedtnging from the North Sea
to the Mediterranean and together with Lorrainerldiecame part of the
Kingdom of Italy, asFrancia media However, it was a temporary state of
affairs and as a result of further division of Figh legacy between the sons
of Lothar, a new, separate land was establishedhe-sb-called Great
Lorraine stretching from Friesland to Burgundy, wehethe lands of
Luxembourg were situated (Laptos, 2002, p. 159)s Was one of Europe’s
vulnerable geopolitical spots and soon became sectar conflict between
European superpowers, lasting until thd' 2@ntury (Laptos, 2001, p. 413;
2002, p. 159).

Further fights among Lothar's descendants led tisesguent divisions,
where the land of Lorraine embraced a relativelalsmrea, which is still
within its borders nowadays. In 870, by the powkethe Treaty of Meersen,
the present area of Luxembourg was divided aloegMeuse and Ourthe
rivers, with German rule in the east and Lorraioendin in the west. This
division was also visible in the historical ared_akembourg (Laptos, 2002,
p. 159). Such division did not last long, as in 988 Treaty of Verdun
transferred the entire Lorraine under eastern ksankule (German).
However, it was a first indication that these lam@se becoming a space of
a centuries-long rivalry between the neighbouriogntries (Margue, 1979,
p. 12). Lorraine kept some of its autonomy, but9sd the province was
divided into two separate units — Upper Lorrainkjsct to bishopric of Trier
and Lower Lorraine subject to bishopric of LiegéuisTdivision was at the
cost of historical lands of Luxembourg, and thmediwas performed along
the parallels (Laptos, 2002, p. 159).

Luxembourg, as a spatial entity, did not existhat time, but the division
of Lorraine was its starting point. In 959, by tleder of Bruno the
Archbishop of Cologne (Emperor’s brother), Upperrame, was given to
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Duke Frederick of Lorraine who already ruled overcbies of Bar and Metz
(Laptos, 2002, p. 160). One of the new ruler’'s theot, Adalberon, was
already the Bishop of Metz. The other brother, fied, was to become
a key figure in the history of Luxembourg and tberfder of the state and
nation. R. Szul (2009, p. 28) even associates tiggnoof the Luxembourg
nation with Siegfried and considers this figurebthe main factor for the
genesis of the nation.

Year 963 is the key date in the history of Luxemigout was a year,
when Siegfried (Sigefroi de Arras) purchased a boedtle, located on top
of the hill called Lucilinburhuc on the Alzette Ry from the Benedictine
Abbey of Saint-Maximin in Trier. It was purchased &alm Sunday in
exchange for Feulen properties, in the Echternaeh. & was not long, until
Siegfried received proper documents from the Arsindp Bruno, signed by
the Duke of Upper Lorraine, confirming his right ofvnership. These
documents are nowadays considered to be the fogiradits of Luxembourg,
although no such information can be found on tipgiges. Formally, the
rulers were titled the Counts of Ardennes. Stile County of Luxembourg is
dated from 17 April 963.

Without a shadow of a doubt, the location of thstleawas strategic and
full of advantages. It was surrounded by a rivdleyafrom three sides and
allowed to control the Roman tract of Reims-Arldihe site was fortified in
987 and a town started to emerge in its surroursdiSgegfried’s properties
were also expanded with the Echternach Abbey in. 9H& success of
Siegfried’s dynasty and the House of Luxembourgught successful
marriages to Siegfried’s children in years 995-1860 gave them the titles
of Dukes of Bavaria and subsequently, the Empdtaptos, 2002, p. 161).
Apart from Bavaria and Carinthia, they also rulexhvier Lorraine.

However, the first territorial successes of the émmbourgers were not too
durable. In 1136, the County of Luxembourg, alonthwounties of Namur,
Laroche and Durbuy, went under the rule of Couffityainaut (nowadays in
southern Belgium). Later, Luxembourg entered a @ekunion with the
County of Bar (Bar-le-Duc) until 1214 and the cayment under the rule of
Limburg (Laptos, 2002, p. 163; 2001, p. 413). Thefsenges were related to
the subsequent marriages of Luxembourgian CourEesgsinda, who in
this way managed to unite the lands of Luxemboexganding it to an area
which endured until the future division in 1839.cRan these days, the area
of the county stretched between Hohes Venn, Metarl&d and the
Ardennes. Apart from the Luxembourg itself, it alsomprised Namur
counties of La Roche and Durbuy, as well as Magjai®f Arlon. In 1226,
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after death of her another husband, Ermesinda ta@k the rule as the
Countess of Luxembourg and Marquise of Arlon. Wisatmportant, her
marriages expanded Luxembourg only with Romanieresg which brought
the popularity of French language. The next rubggamded Luxembourg’s
area with the County of Vianden, Marquisate of Aoy and seniorities of
Ambleve, Saint Vith and d’Aywaile. In 1308, his samas elected the King of
Germany as Henry VII and was crowned the Holy Rofaaiperor in 1312
(he only ruled one year as an Emperor) (Laptos,12(00 413). The
Luxembourg castle, which was selected as the caeayin the 10century,
was gradually surrounded with a city and city waNgh area of 5 ha within
its borders. In 1% century, it was populated by approximately 5 ttamas
inhabitants (Laptos, 2002, p. 164).

This first success of the Luxembourgian dynastyeplathe way for their
territorial expansion in Central Europe. It was @odj choice, as the 14
century brought the period of the highest prospeot Luxembourg in its
entire history. Similar way had been already chdsethe Habsburgs, who
expanded from Alsace and Switzerland to Austria Stydia.

By 1310, Luxembourg held the crown of Bohemia (Jti Blind, in
1310-1335 also a titular King of Poland). The rsilef Luxembourg took
over the Silesian counties from the Piast dynasiyil(1368) and in years
1346-1437 they took the German crown and also rtihed area from
Antwerp to Brussels. Since 1387, they were the kiigHungary and since
1373 — Electors of Brandenburg and New March (reachs far as Waicz).
During the 14 and 1% centuries, they frequently held the title of thelyd
Roman Emperor. Thanks to one of the Emperors, €hév (1346-1378), in
1354 Prague became the first academic city in plais of Europe and in
1354 Luxembourg itself was raised to the rank otiBu (Laptos, 2002,
p. 169). The Duchy of Luxembourg under the rul®ake Wenceslas | (in
years 1354-1387) expanded with the lands of Brathamburg, Marquisate
of Antwerp, County of Chiny (in 1364, thus the dtulitle of Dukes of
Luxembourg and Counts of Chiny) as well as landsSchoenecken,
Koenigsmacher, Valkenburg, Herbeumont and Massowreter, the
County of Nassau-Vianden remained a fief to the HyudAt that time,
Luxembourg achieved the peak of its territorial @lepment, comprising
lands from Schleiden (near Malmedy, nowadays irgiBet) in the north to
the outskirts of Metz (nowadays Alsace) in the Bad from Sedan in the
west to Saarland in the east, with the total afeaver 10 kn, which is four
times as large as the current area of the Grantypi@ptos, 2002, p. 171).

The heyday of the House of Luxembourg was broughdart end by the
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heirless (no male successors) death of the Em&gismund of Luxem-
bourg in 1437, which ended the rule of Luxemboumgasty in Germany and
in Central Europe (Laptos, 2002, p. 173). The Lubeung lands were taken
over by the Habsburgs, according to the agreememmteen both families.
The daughter of the late king, Elizabeth, triegp¢osuade her husband, Duke
of Austria, to purchase the Duchy of Luxembourg X80 thousand florins,
but unfortunately he passed away in 1439. The ati®ito persuade her son-
-in-law, Duke of Saxony, also failed — he was naaithy enough. Ulti-
mately, in 1441, by the power of the Treaty of Hesdhe sold Luxembourg
to Duke of Burgundy for 180 thousand florins ane fife pension of 7
thousand florins annually, which resulted in hemibament from the
homeland.

Burgundy took the power in Luxembourg or®'24dovember 1443, but it
was not until 1482, when Luxembourg along with keat part of the Low
Countries were taken over by Austria (the Habshuitgsptos, 2001, p. 415).
Nevertheless, the Duchy kept its administrativeoaoiny, although it was
bound more closely to the Belgian provinces. Thaatron remained
unchanged until 1839 (Laptos, 2002, p. 174). In215dr a short period of
time Luxembourg was conquered by France and Frdnuias titled the
Duke of Luxembourg. This event, however, did naeirupt the process of
unification of all the Low Countries. The Treaty éiugsburg, in 1548,
proclaimed the Seventeen Provinces as part of thiy Roman Empire
(Laptos, 2002, p. 181). The Habsburg rule in Aasémnd Spain resulted in
Luxembourg becoming the property of the Spanismdiraof this royal
dynasty (Koller, 1981, p. 27). The Duchy was gjithnted administrative and
judicial autonomy (Laptos, 2001, p. 415).

During the Reformation, Luxembourg remained loyalCatholicism but
was later entangled in the Thirty Years’ War (sidé35), and the Peace of
Westphalia did not end the fighting in Luxemboulgwas not until the
Treaty of Pyrenees in 1659, when peace came areréimeh-Spanish border
was changed in a way that Luxembourg itself becdivided. The southern
part, along with the cities of Thionville, Montmé&dMarville and Yvoix-
Carignan were incorporated to France. France aaggdessively and since
1678 occupied two-thirds of Luxembourg’s area amgears 1684—-1697 —
the entire Duchy. However, the rule of Louis XIVobght economic
development to Luxembourg, especially in the figdanilitary, including the
fortification of the capital city. It was then, wié.uxembourg was named
“Gibraltar of the North” and became the main ragdimutpost for raids on
Rheinland (Laptos, 2001, s. 415).
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By the power of the Treaty of Rijswijk, on 20September 1697,
Luxembourg returned under Spanish rule and remaaseduch until the
treaties of Rastadt {6March 1714) and Antwerp (IINovember 1715), by
the power of which, Luxembourg along with all theugern Netherlands
was transferred to the Austrian Habsburgs. The dyofdrtresses were
manned with Dutch and English mercenaries, whicgatly burdened the
treasury of Luxembourg (Laptos, 2002, p. 189-19&rduve, 1979, p. 41,
Balicki and Bogucka, 1989, p. 190). After the lo§8avaria, the Habsburgs
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tried to compensate the territorial losses by affgrLuxembourg in

exchange for Salzburg or one of Italian duchiestidM@heresa even offered
Luxembourg to France in exchange for military suppgainst Turkey,

which proves that the title of the Duke of Luxemtzpwas not held in great
esteem among the Habsburgs (Laptos, 2002, p. 194)792, the Luxem-

bourgian border was home to negotiations, whichoatmed to Austria

exchanging Belgian lands for Bavaria. In the em# $econd partition of
Poland was established, with no involvement on Halgs’ side.

In 1795, after several months’ siege of the Luxemnpdortress, on 51
October, the Duchy along with the entire Austriartiérlands were
occupied by the French Republic. The territory akémbourg was divided
between three French departments. The largest h@onged to Foréts
Department (Laptos, 2001, p. 415). The annexatias fermally approved
by the Treaty of Campo Formio (1797) (Laptos, 2002196). During the
Napoleonic rule (1799-1815), Luxembourg remainedhiwi the French
borders and developed as a metallurgic centre.

After the fall of Napoleon, on"4April 1814, allied troops entered the
Duchy. The area east of Meuse along with Liegethad-oréts Department
were occupied by Prussian forces. The future fatbeoLow Countries was
to be decided during the negotiations in Paris ¥ighna. Austria did not
intend to bring Luxembourg back under its wingshalgh the expectations
of Duchy’s community were quite the opposite. Endlapted for the Low
Countries to be transferred to the Dutch, in oridecreate a safety zone
between them and France. The Prussians intendeseif® Rhineland,
although there were differences between the mjliteaders and the
politicians. The former intended to capture thererdrea, while the latter
preferred to keep a safety buffer near France, bieated an opportunity
for Luxembourg to regain independence. UltimateBrussia proposed
Austria to create a Middle Rheine Country, butrafitee Habsburgs declined
the offer, the Prussians offered Luxembourg to Bavan exchange for
Mainz (Laptos, 2002, p. 198). Faced with the prtatéthe House of Orange-
-Nassau, based on the secret arrangements of ftiee riggotiations, the
Prussians seized Luxembourgian regions of Bitburd kel on the right
bank of Moselle and Ourthe rivers and offered tamaining lands of the
Duchy to Holland. Luxembourgian historians callsthact “the second
partition of Luxembourg”. On f6March 1815, William of Orange became
the Duke of Luxembourg (Balicki and Bogucka, 1989305).

As a result of the Treaty of Vienna of Gune 1815, Luxembourg was
raised to the rank of the Grand Duchy in persomabru with the Nether-
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lands, but at the same time it remained part ofGleeman Confederation.
Unfortunately, Luxembourg did not regain its larldst to Prussia. It was
compensated with the Bouillon region in Ardennegjclv formed a deep
wedge in the Belgian part of Luxembourg lands (bap2002, p. 199; 2001,
p. 415). The Luxembourg keep was manned with Panssand the Dutch
did not even nominate their military governor ie gnghteenth province. The
monarch did not visit the city of Luxembourg and leeened the

representatives of the Grand Duchy in Arlon or Booi The people of

Luxembourg accepted this fact and were happy todatre fate of lands
annexed to Prussia (Laptos, 2002, p. 199).

The Belgian revolution against the Orange rule ugdst and September
of 1830 also enveloped the lands of Luxembourdpoalgh the rebels were
not too active in this region. The Luxembourg fess was among the three
last ones to surrender to the rebels (Laptos, 1p93,54). Therefore, the
Belgian proclamation of independence, proclaimedBimssels on 10
November 1830, formally encompassed Luxembourg e Wuring the
London Conference, which began diMovember 1830, a truce was forced
and Belgium’s independence [108lovember) was acknowledged. This was
partly influenced by Russian engagement in supprgsthe November
Uprising in Poland. During the negotiations on theision of Dutch and
Belgian lands, documented in preliminary peacetyref26" June 1831 and
ultimately in the treaty of 1% October 1831, the border was established
along the line of 1790. The question of Grand Digmnd Limburg’s
allegiance was left in the hand of diplomats (Lapt®002, p. 201; Laptos,
1995, p. 158; Balicki and Bogucka, 1989, p. 313)e Belgians protested
against the treaty, demanding Zeeland Flandersbluighand Luxembourg.
On T February, Belgian parliament rejected the treafyich meant more
uncertainty of the future fate of Luxembourg. Orf"2Bine 1831, it was
decided that until further notice, Luxembourg widmain under Belgian
military administration (Laptos, 1995, p. 162). Hower, after Leopold was
elected the King of Belgium, another war against etherlands began in
August 1831, which led to an almost utter defeaBefgian forces after
a ten-day campaign. Belgium was saved by FrenchEaglish military
intervention. By the power of the London Conferemfel4” November
1831, not only did Belgium lose the chance for dedlFlanders but also had
to accept the division of Luxembourg lands. It kéyat Walloon part, but had
to surrender the Germanic regions of the Grand puchthe Netherlands
(Laptos, 1995 p. 163; Laptos, 2002, p. 201). Sidyldimburg was divided
along the Meuse River. The defeated Belgians hadd¢ept these terms, but
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the Dutch rejected them. At that time, Luxembourgswuled by allied
government of General Bernhard of Weimar, who aietestarting a conflict
with the Prussian garrison. Eventually, it led i® éscape to the Netherlands.
The other part of the country was ruled by the Belg, who were also
causing conflicts with the Dutch military.

The Belgians hoped they would keep the capturedslarfi Luxembourg
and the Dutch wanted to rebuild their former glaffer the superpowers
would change their minds as expected. Eventuallyyds not until 1%
March 1838, when William of Orange ratified the atye dividing the
Luxembourg lands into Belgian (Walloon) and Dutpreéent Grand Duchy)
parts. Baron Nothomb managed to secede the Arigiomeof Luxembourg,
including his family seat, located in Messancy. &mbourg lost half of its
population (175 thousand) and almost two-third#tfterritory (4300 krf).
Formally, the Treaty of London, which came intoclron 14 April 1839,
guaranteed the autonomy of Luxembourg. In reati, Dutch wanted to
take revenge for people’s Belgian sympathies amb rait proclaim the
promised constitution of Luxembourg. Moreover, thetgpped protecting
Luxembourg from the subjection to the German Coafation, which led the
civil ministry office (Laptos, 2002, p. 202). Theeaty of 1839 is considered
by local historians as the “third partition of Luwbourg” (Laptos, 2001,
p. 416).

It was not until the rule of William IlI, in years840-1849, when the
cornerstone of Luxembourg’s modern statehood wials @n 12" October
1841, the first constitution was proclaimed. It vii@sed on federal rules and
national assembly nominated by the Grand Duke. iplalteforms were also
implemented. Much controversy was caused by théooiss union with
Prussia. The union was supported by the monar¢hmbst citizens opposed
this idea, as it threatened the liberal trade vldgdgium. Ultimately, the
treaty was ratified on "8 February 1842, but Belgium was also given
favourable conditions.

Even more important reforms concerned the politissues of the
Luxembourgers. On 19 April 1848, they were allowed to call National
Constituent Assembly and proclaim the new congpitubf Luxembourg on
239 April. The new document equalised the Grand Dusttly the Kingdom
of Netherlands. First parliamentary elections wals® held (Laptos, 2002,
p. 203). The next king of the Netherlands, Willilindid not maintain such
a liberal approach and nominated his younger brpthenri, as governor of
the Grand Duchy. In 1854, the Luxembourgian pariatmwas dissolved.
Personal liberties were restricted and orl” 24ovember 1856 a new
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constitution was enforced, introducing the lawshaf German Confederation
(Laptos, 2002, p. 204).

Further changes in the status of the Grand Ductiyltréfom the Prussian-
Austrian war of 1866 and the Austrian defeat atd®ad which shook the
balance of power in the entire Europe. In exchdngeemaining neutral in
this conflict, France hoped for territorial gaimhél French mainly aimed at
Palatinate of Bavaria and consent for the occupatibBelgium, but for
Chancellor Bismarck it was better to hand over lmlieurg to the French.
Luxembourg did not intend to join the North Germ@onfederation and
thus, had little significance for Prussia (Lapt®802, p. 205). Even the ruler
of Luxembourg, William Il of the Netherlands, exgsed the will to forfeit
the Duchy at the compensation of 5 million franegyold, as he feared to
lose Limburg to the Prussians and hoped for aaralé with France. The
Luxembourgers were entitled to a plebiscite, whethey would rather join
France of the North German Confederation. The teansas supposed to
take place on 31March 1867, but Duke Henri opposed, hoping fot ful
independence of Luxembourg. The transfer would niikety lead to war
between Prussia and France and the French hopédefdtrussian garrison
to be at least withdrawn from the Grand Duchy. Aasand Russia, on the
other hand, suggested Luxembourg’s union with Begiin return for
Belgian Mariembourg and Phillippeville regions lgeinansferred to France.
Belgium did not approve this idea. France’s weagnasd Prussia’s
aggressive stance did not present an optimistiecést for Luxembourg,
although the Dutch governor, Duke Henri, activetprpoted the idea of
statehood and independence of the Grand Duchyd¢kap002, p. 205).

Finally, the Prussians were persuaded to parteipatan international
conference in London. On %1May 1867, article 2 of the conference,
proclaimed independence, lifetime neutrality andniigarization of the
Grand Duchy of Luxembourg, guaranteed by Austnias$la, France, Russia
and Great Britain, within the borders set orl ¥ril 1839 (Laptos, 2002,
p. 203). Luxembourg became an open city and théfiéations were
demolished. The new, independent constitution ef @rand Duchy was
proclaimed on 1% October 1868The Constitution., 1976). After William
Il died in 1890, the male Dutch line of the Orarysmasty ceased to exist.
He was succeeded by Adolph of Nassau, which méanénd of a personal
union with the Netherlands and the beginning of lthgembourgian ruling
dynasty. As Luxembourg gained independence, theéhsotithe country
underwent intense industrialization, based on steklstry. In the early 20
century, this resulted in Luxembourg being one e top six industrial
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superpowers in the world (Laptos, 2002, p. 207)e Bovernment of the
Grand Duchy actively participated in internatioafhirs and was among the
authors of the Hague Conventions, regulating irtgonal law.

Unfortunately, the neutrality of Luxembourg did rmitlast the greatest
conflict of the early 20 century. On 2 August 1914, German troops
invaded the Grand Duchy. Despite the occupatior, gbvernment still
operated and it was not until June 1915, when Geynfiaally declared the
territory of Luxembourg as the theatre of war. Termans left the Grand
Duchy the same day as the day when Poland regamediependence (11
November 1918), but they were replaced by the clf@ces (mainly the
French). There was also a change on the thron¢heassrand Duchess,
accused of collaboration with the Germans, hadthcate and was replaced
by her sister (Laptos, 2002, p. 210; 2001, p. 4TIkhe Western Europe was
not too eager to restore diplomatic relations witte Grand Duchy.
Luxembourg, just like many other European countreso experienced
attempts of the Bolshevik coups. Attempts were matleestablishing
a socialist republic (Laptos, 2002, p. 210). Fssch attempt was made
during the occupation, on"9November 1918, the second — on the day of
German withdrawal. However, it was the third atterti@at was the most
spectacular, when on ®@anuary 1919, a group of members of parliament
proclaimed the end of monarchy and established Gteerof Public Safety,
announcing it as a republican government of LuxemipoThe following
day, the French military dispersed this Soviet dyngovernment.

Luxembourg was not invited to the Paris Peace Cené= and did not
participate in the creation of the Treaty of Veltsaj but its statehood was
not endangered in the light of Wilson's theses. Theaty confirmed
Luxembourg's statehood and rendered its entire fpiaks to Germany
undone. Most of all, on®1January 1919, the customs union with Germany
was cancelled. Because the political situatiorhefdountry was not clear, on
28" September 1919, a political referendum was comdijovhere 77.8%
voted for the monarchy to remain and 70% chose stoms union with
France (the remaining 30% opted for Belgium). Thebfem was, France
preferred to maintain good relations with Belgiundalid not agree to the
union with Luxembourg. Finally, on #5July 1922, the Grand Duchy signed
an economic union with Belgium for the next 50 yetr come, at the same
time starting the economic integration of Europe (@nion later transformed
into Benelux) (Laptos, 2002, p. 212; Kdller, 19%1,28). The subsequent
treaties tightened cooperation with Belgium in teroh monetary issues and
railroad transportation. In 1923, Luxembourg’'s emogy began to develop
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rapidly again. In 1920, despite its neutral statussembourg was accepted
to the League of Nations (Laptos, 2001, p. 417 Thcarno Treaties were
also politically favourable for Luxembourg, as wek the Rhine Treaty,
although the Grand Duchy was not one of its relevparties. The

government of Luxembourg took active part in peaepikng activities, e.g.

as one of the first signees of the Kellogg-BriarattP As the League of
Nations grew weaker, Luxembourg began closer cabjoer with the so-

-called Oslo Group, which comprised neutral Scaawan countries,

Belgium and the Netherlands. The group proposediatieds on the day,

when the Ribbentrop-Molotov Pact was signed.

Similarly to the first global conflict, the neutitgl of Luxembourg was
violated during the World War Il, when Nazi troopstered its territory on
10" May 1940. The French army took positions in thetls@f Luxembourg,
but the clash never took place, as the Nazis pthtmattack France from the
Belgian territory. The government of Luxembourg Isadrendered before its
own battalion was even formed. The Grand Duchessiembering her
sister’'s experience, decided to immigrate to Paitugnd one month later
left to the USA. However, the government-in-exilecied that Canada is
the right place for the Grand Duchess to go andteradly she settled in
Montreal. On 1% August 1940, Luxembourg was annexed directly taiNa
Germany, which met passive resistance of its e¢iizesuch as wearing
symbols of independence. On the other hand, abmyldive political party,
controlled by the Nazi, was also established.

Luxembourg’s government-in-exile was still activa the international
field and even filed a proposal of a post-war nedeo in their region (Jean-
-Louis Ensch’s project), suggesting a confederatibriorraine countries,
comprising Luxembourg, Belgium, the Netherlands,it&vland and new
countries of Alsace, Lorraine, Baden, RhinelandarBad and Palatinate.
The country, 165 thousand kiim size, would have approximately 30 million
inhabitants (where Germans would constitute onlyoR5The aim of this
project was to break the territory of Germany amdihe same time to
integrate the rest of Europe. The occupation ofemiiourg ended on 20
September 1944, when American troops entered nitsoty (Laptos, 2002,
p. 220). Three days later, accompanied by Britighya Luxembourgian
dignitaries returned from exile. Among them was@r&®uchess’s husband
and Duke Jean — the successor to the throne asawelhe government.
However, the Nazi counter strike in the Ardennesulted in occupation of
southern Luxembourg. The liberation came againehréary 1945 and the
Grand Duchess Charlotte finally returned to thatehpity.
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The destruction caused by war in Luxembourg wasifsignt, especially
in regions of Echternach, Vianden and Osling. Téwntry lost approx. 30%
of its buildings and 5.7 thousand people, which @sak.uxembourg
a country with the second largest amount of cassalimong the Western
European countries (Laptos, 2002, p. 221). As §atha German issue was
concerned, Luxembourg supported the idea of Gertmdageralization, its
limited independence and the international contblthe Ruhr region.
Luxembourg demanded 6 billion dollars of compermsafor war losses and
on 27" November 1946 issued a memorandum with territadizdnands,
addressed to the allied superpowers. The Grandybdemanded the control
over railway on the German bank of the Moselle Riae well as the area
needed to build a dam on the Ourthe River, thuga tontrol of the Sauer
and Moselle Rivers’ tributaries. Luxembourg alsontea to gain right to
coal mining in the mines of the Aachen Basin antd@ranted the supplies
of German coking coal during the period of 40 yeiars/olumes of 3.5
million tonnes annually. It was related to the Nstedn mine in the
Enschweiler-Bergwerksverein enclave, where Luxemdjan investments
were made back in the interwar period. Eventudligse demands were not
met.

It was back during the war, off September 1944, when Luxembourgian
government-in-exile signed an economic union tredtiy Belgium and the
Netherlands. After the war, the Belgium-Luxembolwgonomic Union
(UEBL) was reactivated and ori* Danuary 1948, Luxembourg joined the
economic union called Benelux. Conclusions weravdrfom the double
violation of Luxembourg’s neutrality and in May X4records concerning
lifetime neutrality of the Grand Duchy were removieain the constitution
(The Constitution., 1976) and Luxembourg co-signed the collectaadf-
-defence Treaty of Brussels {1Klarch 1948) and in 1949 — NATO, which
ensured the protection of its independence (Lap@l, p. 418; 2002, p. 224).

On 26" March 1949, Luxembourg expanded its territory B0 $a in
Vianden Canton, by annexing a German (Rhinelandtipate) village of
Roth an der Our, along with its 150 inhabitantse Tillage was returned in
1959 in exchange for war reparations (Laptos, 2p0223).

Luxembourg remained active on the internationaldfiafter Second
World War. It was among the founding members ofltinged Nations. The
Grand Duchy also benefited from the Marshall Plamd ats economy
transformed from intensive industrialization to @oen approach to global
economy. Luxembourg joined European Economic Conitywuend was
a founding member of the Council of Europe (1949)vall as the European
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Coal and Steel Committee (1951). It was particulatrategic to join the

common market of coal and steel, when steel indugnerated 88% of the
county’s revenue from export, the earnings wergaug0% higher and the
strategic decisions were to be made among all &l pembers. The large
German market opened to Luxembourg, which was a&nothason for

joining. Luxembourg received 5% seats in the Gdn&gsaembly, although

its population constituted only 0.2% of all membtates. Finally, the seat of
this institution was established in Luxembourg'gita city. The Grand

Duchy signed the Treaty of Rome, establishing EeaopCommunity in

1957, and participated in its transformation irite European Union in 1993
(Laptos, 2001, p. 418; 2002, p. 226). Since May6129xembourg partici-

pates in Eurocorps with a battalion of 800 soldiers

The economy of Luxembourg, still based on steeustwy after World
War Il, went through the same transitions as tle/yéndustry of all western
countries, which was related to the end of arme r@aed the demand for
steel. It was back in the 1960s, when the indugtriaduction and transport
infrastructure were restructured. The Findel Aitgmcame and international
transit terminal and motorway and railway netwocksered Luxembourg.
Power industry was modernized, based on hydroéleptants. Machine,
automotive and electrical industries, but mostlwees, including interna-
tional financial services, became the key developgneeas of Luxem-
bourg’s economy. Along with economic conversiormedegal changes and
liberalization of the market as well as an openragph to international and
transnational cooperation.

Luxembourg does not fear the change of its bordeesto the articles of
the Helsinki Accords (1975). On 94viay 1989, there was an exchange of
borderland areas with France, in order to imprdwe ¢ommunication in
Luxembourg. 7893 fmof French area (Volmerange Commune), neigh-
bouring the Luxembourgian city of Dudelange, wemeorporated to the
Grand Duchy, as the city developed to a point, whigs limits nearly
reached the national border (the city centre istlxd 2 km away from the
border). In exchange, Luxembourg transferred aralegiot of land within
the same region to Franckgreement., 1989).

Luxembourg has always played a far more significat, than it would
result from its economic or territorial potentitd. 14" and 1%' centuries, the
power over many European countries resided wittsnborders. Similar
situation could be witnessed after World War IIxembourg became home
to European Coal and Steel Committee — the forenuwh the European
Economic Community. The city of Luxembourg was aaes candidate for
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the capital of the united Europe (next to Brussalsd Strasbourg).
Luxembourg is also home to Kirchberg European @eirite Centre..,
1967), where different European administrative,itjpall, scientific and
economic entities hold meetings and conferenceseribourg also hosts the
European Court of Justice, European Investment BantkEuropean Court
of Auditors, as well as the Secretariat of the Besn Parliament and
institutions of the European Commission.

On 14" June 1985, in a small town of Schengen, locatetherripoint of
Luxembourgian, French and German borders, a fanagreement was
signed, lifting the borders between member coumiethe EU, who signed
the agreement.

The local Radio Luxembourg, founded in 1924, alsbieved a high
status. It became an international station in 1988adcasting longwave
programmes in multiple languages (French, Engld&rman and occasio-
nally Polish). The station, based in Junglinsted &ter in Marnach, was
well received in large part of Europe and playednajor political and
cultural part during the cold war period. In the6@8, it literally became
a symbol of pop music.

The international significance of Luxembourg isoalsflected in the fact,
that an average inhabitant of the Grand Duchy &issically Europe’s
biggest polyglot (speaks 5 languages on averagejt d Luxembourgish
language, French and German languages are also aasnrknown and
English and Dutch languages are spoken by many.t®adarge number of
immigrants, Portuguese and Italian languages ae@pular. According to
R. Szul, the use of French language in the offideaduments in Luxembourg
is a remainder of this language’s former global omgnce. The Luxem-
bourgers are actually closer to German languageprspeak of Luxembour-
gish itself (Szul, 209, p. 46, 60, 63, 173).

Considering both, the area size and the numbermbéhitants (502
thousand in 2010), the Grand Duchy qualifies agrg gmall country. It is
also an inland country. It is ranked as the"Bgest territory and the 169
population in the world. Surrounded by two hugeghbburs (France and
Germany) and Belgium it has an extremely disadgmdas political
pressure index (188.74), which is made up of ahsligbetter territorial
pressure index (148.92) and significantly worse algmraphic pressure index
(228.55) (Sobcayski, 2006, p. 205).

Such a modest position of Luxembourg in the rankihgountries’ size is
not reflected in other rankings. It has a GDP o#3llion USD, which is
a 67" result in the world (better than Belarus or Buigp(2009 World Bank
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data). It is $105.3 thousand per capita and thledsigscore in the world with
Norway coming second with only $79 thousand! Ottakings also place
Luxembourg relatively high. The standard of livimgeasured in HDI

(Human Development Index) places Luxembourg a8 dduntry in the

world (2009) with the score of 0.960, just behirapan, but in front of
Finland and USA. Considering the index of econofreedom, Luxembourg
comes 1% (75.4). In all the rankings of economic, political religious

freedom, the Grand Duchy is in the leading grouplisfolutely free and fully
democratic countries. Despite the fact, that theelubourgers are only
a slight majority in their own country (immigrargdenstitute 43% of the total
population; the largest minority groups are: thetlyuese — 37%, the
French — 14%, the Italians — 9%, the Belgians — 8%, Germans — 6%),
there is no such thing as xenophobia in Luxembourg.

Luxembourg, being a historical region of the medleturope, has
become a model example of a multicultural regiothefunited Europe. The
tendencies to recreate Luxembourg within its hisébrborders can only be
observed in the euroregional policy of the Grandchi3y as since 1995,
Luxembourg, as a whole, is a member of the Saai-ugrRhin Euroregion,
which comprises neighbouring administrative unftBelgium (Luxembourg
province and German-speaking regions of Eupen-MdymeGermany
(Saarland and regions of Trier, Birkenfeld and WestPalatinate in
Rhineland-Palatinate) and France (Lorraine). Itiremrea is similar, if not
larger, than the area of the™&entury Grand Duchy of Luxembourg.
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LUSATIA ASA SUBJECT
OF HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY RESEARCH

1. INTRODUCTION

Lusatia, culturally one of the most interestingioeg of Central Europe,
has been a point of interest for historical geolyeap for many years. This is
due to both, its complicated past and the preseng the consequence of
past events. Lusatia was a sovereign state for aipbut 100 years in the
early Middle Ages. Later it was ruled by the headsthe neighbouring
countries, including Bolestaw Chrobry, the KingRdland. Throughout its
history, Lusatia has changed hands repeatedly ttaaheighbouring states
annexing the region did not care about preserseiritorial integrity. The
indigenous inhabitants of the region — Lusatianssétian Sorbs) were
subject to germanization for generations, and tineimber dwindled as
a result. Unfortunately, the process has contingetb now. It has resulted
in a systematic decline of the spiritual and mateculture of this smallest
Slavonic nation.

2. LUSATIA ASA HISTORICAL REGION

As already mentioned, for over 1000 years Lusadis leen a subject of
diplomatic disputes and military conflicts betwatmnneighbours. One of the
crucial factors facilitating annexation of this i@g is the lack of precise
physical geographical borders. This is particulaxtyiceable on the western
and northern borders of Lusatia. In the early Meddbes western-Slavonic
tribes inhabited Central European territories asaf the rivers Elbe and
Saale, as well as the area of present-day Berlios(KL994). However, they
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were gradually replaced by expansionist and beitganized Germanic
tribes. Nowadays the southern border of Lusatialdctne placed on the
southern side of the Lusatian Mountains (in the cBzRepublic), and the
eastern border — on the Kwisa River and the lowerse of the Bobr River
(in Poland). Although these borders are recogn&ablspace, they are very
easy to cross. This permeability of the bordersdmaailed a risk of invasion
on one hand, and it enabled cultural infiltratiom the other. As a con-
sequence, today's Lusatia is a multicultural regions also difficult to
define clearly the border between Upper and Lowesattia. In the Middle
Ages, the territories later known as Upper Lush&bnged to the March of
Meissen, while the Sorbian March is Lower Lusatidaly. In the following
centuries, this region was repeatedly occupied dinatled by successive
rulers (Bohemian, Saxon and Brandenburg), withagard to this historical
division. The only initiative aiming at the unifitan of Lusatia in the last
few centuries has been the unexecuted plan tolisstabLusatian Socialist
Soviet Republic (Fig. 1).

Paradoxically the ‘artificial' determination of therder after World War
II, following the administrative borders of the GOiRran across the middle
of an open-pit lignite mine) turned out consisteith the actual border that
had existed there for a few centuries. After thidication of Germany, this
line also became the border between the Landsxafryaand Brandenburg.

An interesting research issue, one that could @ysed by means of
historical geography methods (retrospective — basedata from historical
sources, and retrogressive — reconstructing thertdal past of a particular
region based on field studies) is an attempt tonstcuct the shape of former
state borders in this region (Semotanova, 1998l the second half of the
19" century the borderlines in this area were of yagymbolic character.
However, one can reconstruct their shape baseddirect premises. These
include the location of churches (especially of onity denominations in
a given area), elements of religious “small ardtitee” (e.g. abbot crosses
delimiting the borders of monastery-owned terrégsrior medieval conci-
liation crosses characteristic of Silesia and Lia3athe morphology of rural
and urban settlements, the character of buildiegp€cially rural) or the
language of inscriptions in public places (e.g.gnaveyards, on wayside
shrines and crosses).
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Table 1. Timeline of Lusatian History

6" century AD Arrival of Slavic tribes in the terriipof today's Lusatia

Until 631 Lusatia ruled by the Franks

631 Prince Derwan incorporates Lusatia into SafRe&m (territory
of today's Bohemia and Moravia)

634/635 Lusatia conquered by Radulf, Duke of Ttgian

806 Prince Miliduch (the founder and leader of Samliribes' union )

dies in the battle on the Elbe — Lusatia conquese@harlemagne

2" half of 9" ¢. | Lusatia under the rule of Great Moravia

907 The fall of Great Moravian state

Until 990 Territories inhabited by Lusatian Sorbadpally conquered by
German dukes

1018-1025 Meissen, the Milceni region and Lusatiad by Bolestaw
Chrobry

1031 Poland ultimately loses Lusatia; the Milcenmiitory (today's

Upper Lusatia) incorporated into the March of Meiss Lusatia
(today's Lower Lusatia) — into the Saxon Eastermdidlater it
became a separate Lusatian march)

1211-1224 The Lusatian March, including the LublLesads, is ruled by
Henry the Bearded of Silesia. Later, a part of Ugpesatia is
temporarily ruled by Henry | of Jawor and BolkoofiSwidnica

1368 Upper and Lower Lusatia included in the Bolankingdom

Late 1%" c. The Hohenzollerns of the Brandenburg captaréeqf Lower
Lusatia (around Cottbus )

1635 Upper and most of Lower Lusatia (except th&hDs district)
included in Saxony

1807 Treaties of Tilsit award the Cottbus distticthe Kingdom
of Saxony (dependent on Napoleon)

1815 Congress of Vienna resolves to give all Loavat 2/3 of Upper
Lusatia to the Kingdom of Prussia

1867 Saxony annexed to Prussia (so-called Nortim&er
Confederation)

1871 Unification of Germany

1945 The Potsdam conference gives Poland theoigesteast

of the Lusatian Neisse River

Source: J. Szczepankiewicz-Battek (2005, p. 38afé): M. Cygaski, R. Leszczy-
nski (1995 and 1997).



Lusatia as a subject of historical geography resear 107

An example of the latter premise could be a botlat is very distinct in
the cultural landscape of Upper Lusatia — the cetevéen the Kingdoms of
Prussia and Saxony, defined at the Congress ofndi¢h815). Saxony was
punished for its earlier support for Napoloen byngedeprived of a part of
its territory (including all Lower and a large paft Upper Lusatia) for the
benefit of Prussia. In Upper Lusatia, the bordewben these countries was
drawn along the river Black Elster (Fig. 2).

g
FRANKFURT [ ODER §

O DRESDEN

Prowincje wedtug
stanu do 1945 r.

=3 Brandenburg
=21 schtesien
XX sachsen

Pttt 2.0 2P CZECHOSLOWACJA

Fig. 2. Administrative division of Silesia in 1818345
Source: after E. Tschernik (1954, p. 21)
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Prussia acquired the northern piece of the sodallatholic Lusatia
enclave with a country town of Wittichenau (Lus. lél). In the areas
incorporated into Prussia, the majority of inhafiisaremained Catholic, but
the germanization pressure was stronger thereith&axony. This is why
the inscriptions placed on wayside crosses, chenatt for this region,
were in German or Latin, while those in the Saxemitbry were almost
exclusively in the Upper Lusatian language (Figt)3—

S
B

Fig. 3. A cross in Chigzicy (Germ. Fig. 4. A cross in Kulow (Germ.
Crostwitz), photo by M. Battek Wittichenau), photo by M. Battek

One can envisage the scale of germanization andethieorial range of
this process when analysing the names placed oregrar monuments
commemorating victims of both world wars in variqulaces. It is clear that
germanization processes were more intense in #asdyordering Bohemia
and Poland. The reason was that the authoriti¢¥ugsia (and then united
Germany) tried to create a specific “cordon” arouhdsatians, thus
hampering contacts of Slavic inhabitants of theargvith nations speaking
similar languageéSzczepankiewicz-Battek, 2005).
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3. THE INHABITANTSAND CULTURE OF LUSATIA
IN HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY RESEARCH

The Lusatians (Lusatian Sorbs) are the smallestiegi nation speaking
a Slavonic language. The Upper-Lusatian and Lowesatian languages are
counted among Western-Slavonic languages (togetitar Polish, Czech,
Slovak and Kashubian), with Upper-Lusatian cleadgembling Czech and
Lower-Lusatian — rather than Polish. Polish Sotabigincluding E.
Siatkowska and E. Wroctawska), in collaborationhwather Slavists, have
drafted a linguistic map of Lusatia, which couldsalbe an interesting
research material for historical geographers (bjg.
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Fig. 5. Contemporary range of Lusatian languages
Source: afteMaly informator o Serbottyczanach..(1994, p. 2)

The numerical strength of Lusatians was repeatadiybject of research
in the 19" century. The studies, conducted predominantly satian
scholars or those from other Slavic countries (@iditlg the Pole, Olgierd
Nowina) provided an alternative to the official tettical data of the King-
doms of Prussia and Saxony, and then united Gernodtgined in censuses.
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What attracts attention in almost all of those ®sidare the substantial
discrepancies between the numbers quoted by theoréties and those
provided by Lusatians. They are probably mostly tasult of different
criteria of counting the studied population amongéatians, adopted by both
sides. In compliance with a regulation by the statthorities of Prussia, all
the subjects who spoke German fluently were reghrae Germans in
censuses, even if they used another language a¢ lboneveryday basis
(Germ. Muttersprache). This was also the problemichv Polish-speaking
Silesians had to contend with. On the other haeskarchers representing
Lusatian circles (or other Slavic nationalitiesualty regarded everybody
that declared Lusatian nationality as a LusatiarbS®he most detailed
analysis of changes in the number of Lusatians 1@82-1945) was
presented by Arnost Cernik (Germ. Ernst Tscherimka publicationDie
Entwicklung der Sorbischen Bevolkerung von 18321645 (Berlin 1954).
The author compiled detailed statistical data gathéy all his predecessors
and compared them with official census data (FijgT&e results of Cernik's
research, which were considered disadvantageouthéopfficial political
line of the GDR, were kept secret. They were ne¢aéed to the public until
the political transformation of the 1990s. In thecent years, the most
acclaimed specialist on historical demography @& tlusatians has been
Ludwig Ela (Germ. Ludwig Elle).

An extremely interesting question is that of raligs diversity of the
Lusatian population and its consequences for thieral landscape. In the
16" century, most of the inhabitants of the regiorgardless of their
nationality, sympathized with Martin Luther's teeaxch The only group that
did not adopt the new ecclesiastical order werelgewho lived on church
estates (Szczepankiewicz-Battek, 2005). Althoughh@i@s made only
a small percentage (c. 10%) of the population dcfdtia, the fact that they
lived in compact groups made it easier for thempteserve their own
language and culture than for Lutherans, who sedfestronger assimilation
pressure. Anyway, the relationships between bothothinations in the
region were proper — a spectacular proof of thaiccde the fact that the
most important church of Budysin (Bautzen) — SteP&erm. Peterskirche)
has been used jointly by Catholics and Lutheramsesi524; for this reason
it is known as a “shared church” (Germ. Simultactk@). The followers of
both confessions have always tried to respect etiwr’'s views and avoided
open confrontation in those matters which couldehbgcome an object of
disagreement.



Lusatia as a subject of historical geography resear 111

FRANKFURT | ODER

FON ‘\\‘) .U
N\
i
SO o
O - \\ .
\ \
‘\\ ) h
4 {
( {
L
B R) DENBURG »
v N !
< /2] QUBEN
O ¥ 5
-~ ™ o~
[~ - b
« u
{ 1 111 J
\ I
0 pissisiriad
O Ccaw SHET RS
\ Gl V",« 2u -
\’r) T ) & T )f\oﬁsr
he N
\ ;_}':}_—’_ A AKrs.Sorau)
/ _ (" » I\\‘n-‘s
{ [~-JSPREM[BERO ~
o | S A A
\ ] AT r.J
P
17
I
HHH ROTHENBURG ©
1 I
: HH Y e
i\. ole[s[elolole] ag 1T H’/L/- ,\IIIV
L\/‘\ < N AUTZEY. | B+ v
o et T )'-\ 60RLITZ
S A C "E‘ H S 8 '\,1
~ OLé84u
) LOBAU Y —~—
OPDRESDEN Z
)

. ) R / o,
tuzycki obszar jezykowy e In ~ N
w 1938 r. wedtug O. Nowiny ST H

tuzycki obszar jezykow,
EEEH tuzye jezykowy 2mmav
Najwieksza koncentracja
BB /udnosci tuzyckiej
(tzw. Luzyce katolickie)

Rl 2 0 X % CZECHOStOWACJA

Fig. 6. Shrinking of the geographical range of ltissalanguages in 1872-1938
Source: after E. Tschernik (1954, p. 41)

This phenomenon could be illustrated by religiosall architecture” in
Upper Lusatia, in the enclave of the so-called Glath_usatia. This enclave
encompasses about a dozen villages northwest ofd8ydincluding two
important Catholic centres of worship — Cisteraiams' Marienstern convent
(Lus. Marijna Hwzda) in the village of Panschwitz-Kuckau (Lus. &ey
-Kukow) and Our Lady of R@nt sanctuary in Rosenthal (Lus.Zaat). The
inhabitants of the region still strongly observel akligious traditions,
forgotten in many Catholic regions of Europe (@grforming pilgrimages in
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traditional folk clothing). For many years, the RamCatholic Church in
Lusatia was administratively linked with the ChumsiBohemia and Austria,
so many of its traditions originate in those regiorowever, the close
neighbourhood of the Lutheran majority in Lusagsulted in the fact that
Catholics tried not to offend their neighboursigielus sensibilities and they
did not display excessively those elements of tath@ic doctrine that were
unacceptable to Lutherans. Therefore, in the 'saraliitecture’ at the fringe
of the discussed region one could hardly see tlag@s of Our Lady or the
saints — although they are plentiful in places tedain the centre of the
enclave or inside churches. On the other hand, idaysrosses are
numerous, usually with quotations from religious\g® or texts of short
prayers inscribed below. Lutheranism, placing tbgimlal emphasis on the
Passion and Crucifixion of Jesus, could accept ¢lesnent without major
objections (Fig. 3—-4).

Also, the interior design of the majority of Rom@&atholic churches in
the region is relatively modest, far from sumptudustrian-Czech Baroque.
The best example could be the ascetic interioh@fsanctuary in R@nt. To
some extent, this was also due to the fact thatt mbshe people in the
region were poor, but churches in many not less pegions of Catholic
Europe have far richer décor.

4. CONCLUSIONS

The above examples by no means exhaust the pdtehtiausatia as
space stirring interest among historical geogragpHesr example, it could be
extremely interesting to conduct comprehensivearese(using retrospective
and retrogressive methods) into the influence & ihdustrialization of
Lusatia and the related elimination of indigenousdtian settlements on the
national and cultural awareness of the Lusatianfo(tunately, the processes
of depriving the indigenous people of their natiddantity are very distinct,
especially in Lower Lusatia). Certainly, when studytime and space in the
region, it would be also interesting to employ oraeger scale research
methods used by other sub-disciplines of geogréelyy modern methods of
demography and settlement geography, includingcéjtyi mathematical
methods) or ones used in completely different s@ene.g. economics,
social psychology or sociology.
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GEOPOLITICS OR GEOCHESSISTICS: HISTORICAL
REGIONS IN THE BALKANS BETWEEN SMALL
AND BIG PLAYERS. A CRITICAL ANALYSIS

1. INTRODUCTION

Who really created the contemporary borders in theBalkans? After
the change of communist regimes in South-Easterodeuand the collapse
of some nation-states, the Balkan Peninsula fath im deep crisis. The
revival of national ideas began seeking the argusndor territorial
reconstruction, following the idea of equitable dens, which should include
(more or less) all “our” nationality-members. Thésesions were defined by
two rather contradictory criteria: criterion of tlse-called “natural-rights”
and criterion of “right of historical borders”. THest one encompasses the
idea of homogeneous collective body of “nation” andthrough these
ideologies — the nation-state as a territorialtmal term. The right should
follow people’s national affiliation or similar cfegteristics (ethnic identity,
mother tongue, colloquial language, religious bging and similar). But the
census data was (and still is!) a questionablecsounr this regard, because it
is influenced by many factors, which do not havg eammon point with
real ethnic structure. Or even worse: the censwses used as instruments
of pressure to particular communities. The secaitdron is represented by
the historical regions. These are border territomgth some tradition (as
long as possible). But which historical period sl used for “historical
region”? The usability of both mentioned criteri@pénds not on their
exactness, but on the way, somebody (wishes togratahd them. That is
the reason for many tricky situations, where terni@ disputes came to the
scene. Going back to the political history anditierial development of some
states in the Balkans, brought a very interestimd) general experience: the
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national ideas follow the combination of both (asmtioned: contradictory)
criteria. The national geopolitics need territomgtf and then defines their
population ethnically! But, the creation of histai borders in the Balkans
have been influenced (or simply created) by otloevess.

The last territorial solutions at the example ofnfer Yugoslavia,
particularly in Bosnia and Kosovo, represent a uatgresting compromise.
They both show the complexity of border-making @hd dominance of
“outer” factors in this issue. In the Bosnian cabe, dominant criterion for
identifying the state is the “recognized” interoatl border (criterion of
historic border!), but the inner borders (entitievery unique idea on the
global scale, and the “cantons”) were outlined ysirictly according to the
ethnic criteria (and the cease-fire line too!). Bws is another and practically
different case. After almost three decades of lorigis, an international
intervention and an international protectorate, ‘theter” powers decided
about the independence of Kosovo, (practicallyuargnted by the right to
self-declaration of Kosovo Albanians. The territomas chosen by last
political unit there, the Autonomous Region of Kespdespite the fact that
it did not exist at the time of this (internationalecision. Disappearing
multiethnic composition was not the reason for tingainner (political-
-administrative) territorial units in order to peot Serbian community (as for
example cantons in Bosnia). Both examples (Bosnih Kosovo) are very
complicated and there is not enough room for erpligi the whole context
in this elaboration. It is just used as an indigattase of process of border-
-making, related to international crisis solutions.

In the context of historical and contemporary bonteking, we may put
three basic questions:

— who is (the strongest or most influent) decisitaker?

— how important is a particular (defined historigadr/and ethnically)
territory?

— what influence does this situation have on agllarggional scale?

The factors, the places, the situations: the playan begin. This contri-
bution is an attempt at rethinking national terrée in the Balkans: their
creation, their definition/understanding througheiand their contemporary
(mis)use. The decision for using the term “geods#ss instead or simul-
taneously with “geopolitics” was made, when obsegvihe influence of the
aforementioned factors. The author has no ambittomodify the (geopo-
litical) terminology. It is just an ironic critiam of modern (real) geopolitics,
applied here, now and in Europe of tomorrow.
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2. GEOCHESISTICS: ABORROWED TERM

The factors, the places and the situations ardghite® important issues,
which might be used in the process of border-mak#sgshown above, these
are individual solutions, depending mostly on camation of different
factors. Despite existing international law and thain (generally accepted
among elites) political principles, the variatiohusing the same criteria or
principles raises some serious questions. Obsejustghe conflict solutions
in different locations of the former Yugoslavial @l the mentioned criteria
have been used equally in order to end the locliianyi conflicts and ethnic
cleansings. While the Serbian “krajinas” in Croatimply witnessed a few
military operations in 1995, the Bosnian case shthesstrength of military
and political pressure of great powers, the cas€osbvo (1999 and 2008)
demonstrates the rivalry between the former “Westd “East” (United
States and Russia), and the “Ohrid agreement” septe European
compromise attempt at geopolitical reality in tloeithern Balkans. The only
clear to-be-followed idea is the (real) geopolitieghere just one thing is
important: old political borders must be respectBdt also this can be
interpreted in various ways.

Nerzuk Curak, a Bosnian, defined the Post-Dayton situatiofBosnia
very briefly and clearly: geopolitics is some kiofla destiny Curak, 2002,
p. 12). This renowned book explains how the intgonal situation
influenced great powers in order for the (compr@nigeace-agreement to
take place. The whole story was,(@sak mentioned, a big game. Similarly
in some way, a known German journalist Meier acduse great powers
and recognized them as important factors for theatid’ of the the former
multiethnic federations (Pirjevec, p. 15-17). Thare some other authors
who accused the country (Yugoslavia) and its pmalitielites of the
deterioration of the interethnic relations betwestional groups, which
makes the potential for enlarging the already agsfinner) conflict (which
actually happened). So, the “destiny” was shapedi®) by other/strange
forces in a frame of a big geopolitical game...

Now, why geochessisticsPhe situation, the players and the fields: three
basic elements of a royal game — chess. In congrew#th geopolitics, there
are some elements in common. This can be usednit@xtoof geopolitical
thoughts, where the combination of different eletaecould bring some
advantages. On the other hand, we try to answéhrak questions.
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3. CREATION OF “HISTORICAL” AND “NATIONAL"
TERRITORIES IN THE BALKANS THROUGHOUT
THE MODERN ERA

During the culmination of the medieval period, tRalkan states, like
Serbia, Bulgaria, Byzantine Kingdom, Bosnia and [d¢ia dominated the
scene. This was last time, when the whole Balkgiorewas ruled by the
home-powers. Except some territories under the W¥ameule, the whole
peninsula was divided between the mentioned kingddrack of military
power, social rebellions, religious movements angnyninner problems
made them weak. During the™ and 1%' centuries, large kingdoms fell one
after another under the Ottoman rule. The Balkagsaime ruled by the
Turkish state, who demonstrated strong military @owand efficient
administrative rules. All the contemporary Balkdates became dependent
territories: the majority under Turkish and someaen part under Austrian-
Hungarian and some coastland Venetian rule.

Turkish pressure on Central Europe demolished tineghrian Kingdom
through the 18 century. The Habsburg Empire, which was the nekente
wall between Upper Adriatic and Danube Basin, haet difficulties for
“collecting the borderlands” in the south-eastemeation. In the next two
centuries, the effective Austrian anti-Turkish cefe paved their strategic
way exactly to the Balkan Peninsula. Using numenaillions under the
Turkish rule from time to time, the “black-yellowamarchy” began arising
and making a large space between the Danube Basintree Istanbul
periphery. In the geopolitical sense, the Balkaesame a typical “buffer
zone”, ruled peripherally with weak economy and rpaevelopmental
perspectives. Due to many forced migrations, thenietand religious
structure changed and became multiethnic. For defegasons, the so-called
krajina was created as a frontier belt on the southerh giathe Panonian
Basin, settled by more than 30 ethnic groups (ttengethnic affiliation was
not the same as today!). Among them, most numeveere the Croats,
Serbs, Hungarians and Germans (Banac, 1984, p3h3Jider the Turkish
occupation, in some areas Turks settled (MacedoB@snia, Bulgaria,
Greece), or islamization changed the religious attar (particularly among
the Slavonic population in Bosnia), “old” Serbiap@ng Albanians and some
Slavs in the Rodopi Mountains (now the Pomaks). s€heeligious
conversions followed additional predisposition fawltiethnic character,
when (later, of course) the national idea caméhéoscene. This period (in
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16" and 17" century) is characterized by processes of cultispersion in
regard of social and peripherization in economit spatial development.

The next important stage has followed in th& t8ntury. Regression of
Turkish power resulted from stronger pressure ftbenHabsburg monarchy
and from Russia, which became the most significgdpolitical factor in
Eastern Europe and Northern Asia. This caused dunpleripherization of
areas under the Turkish rule, where numerous relele a significant
indicator of weak authorities. But on the other dhattie Turkish authorities
were still powerful enough, so that national reébel had to seek alliances
with some powers abroad. Both the great powersHgesburg monarchy
and Russia, have had many strategic interestayogol important role in the
Balkans. Military tutorship was effective, partiady in the 18 and
furthermore in the 19century. French invasion in central Europe andddpp
Adriatic ended the agony of the Venetian Repubilh@ir territories came
mostly under Austrian rule. Successful rebel groapshe Montenegrins,
Serbs, Bulgarians, Romanians and Greeks followésl nbw situation —
autonomous territories: Montenegro (beside Dubigviiie oldest indepen-
dent territory on the Balkans), Serbia (PashalukBefgrade), Walachia
(Romania proper), Bulgaria (the Danubian part) @rdece (Peloponnese
and surrounding archipelagos). The Austrian/Rusarahfurther also British
then French tutorship was very important. Soonr afééning independency,
those countries began calculating for further ‘idi®n of national
territories”, defining it by linguistic and/or reious criteria, but objectively
by strategic interests, too. This “geopolitics ofadl nations” was limited by
relatively poor military and economic capacities,teey had to respect the
great powers — their tutors and protectors.

The fourth stage of territorial development follavén short period
between 1878 (The Berlin Congress) and World WarFhe autonomous
territories became internationally recognized statexd were enlarged
through different military operations against th&oan Empire. Bosnia
became an Austrian protectorate and in 1880 wasxaahto the double
monarchy. Only the territories of contemporary Méa@a, Albania, Kosovo
and Sandjak remained under the Turkish authorigndfak with Austrian
military assistance (and control, no doubt). Naiadeologies were oriented
on the strategic goals: Serbia to Bosnia, Montemelgosovo and Adriatic
coast, Bulgaria to Macedonia and northern Aegeastand, Greece to the
entire Aegean maritime basin and Macedonia, Romamidransylvania.
There were simply not enough territories for thasebitions. It was clear,
that both main tutors, Habsburg and Russian empuds be the next
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targets, beside Italy, whose “ostpolitik” follow#te idea of “Mare Nostrum”
(i.e. the whole Adriatic basin). Austrian tensiooward South-East was
similar as of Germany, whose “Drang nach Osten’diss the south-eastern
strategic variant, the “Balkan way”. Germany triedimplement this idea
through investments in Bulgaria; so that some efréporters described the
country as “Prussia of the Balkans”. But by conttodn, Germany invested
in the Ottoman Empire, too. “High Porta” was attthieme recognized as
“Sufferer at Bosporus”, clearly because of chaatanditions in public
administration, army and generally in all goverreaspheres. The Balkan-
war in 1912 liberated almost the entire area orpdrgnsula, except Istanbul.
A year after (1913), the next war followed. Thisswa fight between
yesterday’s allies — the fight for interpretatidri@ur” historical and natural
rights, the war for defining national borders. Besm of strategic calcu-
lations, Germany supported the creation of indepenhdlbania (the idea of
Albanian national movement is older, but it was teeak to be realized)
(Tunjic, 2004, p. 189-193). Otherwise, the territorialipzdl fragmentation
followed the very complicated system of dependentl andependent
territorial units. This process was recognizedayeat that time as “balkani-
zation”.

Soon after the Balkan wars, the next conflict foka. It began in
Sarajevo, Bosnia, as a result of tensions of sddeeb{an) groups against
Austrian rule. The confronted European states belgarargest war in the
history until that time, dividing themselves intwa blocks: the so-called
“Entente” and “Central Forces”. The Balkan courdrieere divided, of
course because of geopolitical interests, andv@tb by previous tutorship
and alliances. Bulgaria and Turkey together witmt@# Forces, calculated
for gaining the Aegean coast and Macedonia (thegtéd Macedonians as
Bulgarians), Greece hoped for the entire Aegeantimar basin and the
belonging coastland, Serbia wished to maintainddetral position in the
Balkans and hoped for the expansion westwards teniBoand Adriatic
coast. They all have had their “holy” historicahdaand locations, related
mainly to the “golden medieval period”. But on tb#her hand, they had to
respect the relations between great players, theigio forces: Russia,
France, Italy, Germany, Austro-Hungary and the &émhiKingdom. Followed
by the example of Italian unification, also someaeoyowers believed in
Serbia as a “Piedmont of the Balkans” (Boeckh, 2@0®8). Of course, this
idea followed the geopolitical interests to blockr@an-Austrian “Sudost-
politik”.

After World War [, the political map of the Balkamgas changed radi-
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cally. Three multiethnic empires (Austro-HungarysRia, Ottoman Empire)
disappeared. Instead, new states were multinafigaticularly SHS-state
(later Yugoslavia) and Romania. Their territorialtest was more than
doubled and (particularly in Yugoslavia) the titukthnic group constituted
less than 50% of the population (in Romania aroi@f). The integration of
population to the (common) nation seemed to beltiminant inner-political
orientation.

Unsuccessful integration tensions (among othersomeal groups under-
stood as forced assimilation) followed many confations. After an “outer”
pressure, when Third Reich, together with someeslifHungary, Italy,
Bulgaria) attacked Yugoslavia and Greece (thereewalculations for
territorial reconstruction, again), Yugoslavia epbed and have been divided
between the aggressors. But in significant part§¥wjoslavia, the puppet-
-states were established: Croatia (under the deecdlistasche” forces)
encompassed Bosnia; under the Italian and Gernfaremte zone, Serbia
proper (under the so-calledhetnik3, under German military control,
independent Montenegro (under Italian patronage)well as expansion of
Albania to almost entire Kosovo and western Macedofpractically,
Albania used to be an Italian semi-colony) undelidh patronage. Bulgaria
incorporated the lands of contemporary Macedonid aastern part of
Serbia, main part of Vojvodina (Bea) belonged to Hungary, while Banat
(settled by German population, but not only!) beeae territory under
German military authority (Klemeit and Zagar, 2004, p. 153-154).

Balkanization, for the second time.The next step followed after World
War Il. There were some territorial changes folylt@ lost Istria and the
Slovene coastland, as well as some islands in Adriand Aegean
archipelago). Beside this, a majority of ltaliansigrated, like Germans
from Vojvodina and other places. Regarding contemyogeopolitics, the
inner border became more important. There were regmyficant questions,
how to make the borders between Yugoslavian fedegplblics. The
decisions respected different criteria and madersécompromises, but this
was out of international interests, because thaseldos were treated as
“‘inner” and “administrative” — until the 1990s, wihéhe former republics
became states (or wished to become) and triedangehsome borders. The
republics were political units, the territories wiadequate authorities and
ruling structures. Let us see some of the bordeéimgasolutions. Croatia
kept (in general) the territorial border with Sloie (there are some small
changes); in Istria, the contemporary border lol¥ved after 1954. On the



124 Jernej Zupagi¢

east, Baranja belonged to Croatia, while Srem I(ur@L8 it was within
Croatia’s borders) belonged then to Vojvodina aonthe parts to Serbia
proper. Bosnia lost the coastal part in Hercegri®asnian until 1918),
which belonged to Montenegro. This (the smallesgo&lavian republic)
revived the former independent state of Montenégituch was united with
Serbia by force in 1918), but without Metohia, whiwas together with
Kosovo established as autonomous region of KosodoMetohia, named at
that time Kosmet, in frame of the (Socialist) Repubf Serbia. The same
status was achieved by Vojvodina. There were sgnmgotiations, whether
to make a third autonomous region in the Serbigubkc, namely, the so-
-called Sandjak. But it was decided for the diwisiof Sandjak between
Montenegro and Serbia. There was also a debatea #wstatus of areas,
settled by Serbs in Croatia, namely Krajina. Sirtyléo the case of Sandjak,
the decision avoided the creation of other autongnterritories in frame of
Yugoslavia (there were tensions for similar solotifor the “Croatian”
western Herzegovina). These decisions dependethoer” i.e. Yugoslavian
political authorities (Pleterski, 1984, p. 369,391-397). Further policy of
Tito's Yugoslavia for the defence from tensionsso€ialist tutor(s), Soviet
Union and their allies (the so-called Soviet Bltajowed a very interesting
position of “someone between”. Yugoslavia was aiadist country with
better relations towards the West than towards “tiendly” East. The
model of people's federation, underlining the sssfid ,ethnic” solution,
was recognized and respected in the world. Sontbeofauthorities in the
field of national questions (e.g. Seton-Watson affichitedly!) also
Hobsbawm) accepted the model of ethnic convergdhn@¥gence as
a perspective on world's scale. Unfortunately, deselopment in 1990s
revealed the false ideas, covered by socialistrishecof “brotherhood”, when
nationalist movements saw their time and chanceyelsas threats of the
Yugoslavian unification (= Serbization). Moreovehiring the Cold War
period the Balkans maintained some tendencies tosemarate ways.
However, the international circumstances were famf the option of
dissolution.

The last (contemporary) episode of territorial depment of the Balkan
countries followed in 1990s, after the great geibipal changes in Europe
and in the World: collapse of socialist regimesnibyplically: the Berlin
Wall), European integration and the globalizatiorogess. All three
processes came at the same time, even though they mot connected
directly. Dissolution of multiethnic states (fed&was) like Soviet Union,
Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia announced the newaedaopposed the
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general tensions in Europe (integration). The ttaniel split and creation of
new territorial-political units came to the sceagdin).

Balkanization, for the third time! Yugoslavian republics declared
(Slovenia was the first and the most successfdgpendency. The European
and American diplomacy was surprised and could propose practically
any real alternatives, even though there were abgérategic calculations,
on how to put the peaceful solutions into practi€here were still con-
tradictions in different stances of internationalwers to the so-called
“Yugoslavian” question. Some of them defended themiof “union”, a de-
mocratically common state (federation), the other division (as happened,
suddenly). The Yugoslavian conflict was based ohniet issues. The
nationalisms demonstrated their power and revedhesd weakness of
international community. All the so-called “histoal” regions and borders
became “interesting” and because of that, they hlstame an object of
conflicts. The territorial reconstruction was a l{tary and aggressive)
expression of national ideals and values. The isoisit as mentioned in the
introduction chapter, were different, probably paty (if at all?) because of
lack of diplomatic experience, but because of déffe “geopolitics” towards
the Balkans. Maybe Viktor Meier was right, aboutdig game”, but the bill
had to be paid by the “Balkaninas”. The peace-gnistwere individualized,
different in each case and far from the uniqueqgipies! The dominance of
(only one) great player is clear: “Americanizatiom European playground”
is an ironic, but probably the most exact statenfeeeCurak, 2002, 48).
According toCurak, the Bosnian case “must be done” (the Daytgreé-
ment, 1995), in order to legitimize western rulprgnciples in the world and
the political existence of NATQurak, 2002, p. 160-163).

4. GEOCHESSISTICS OR STORY ABOUT
GEOPOLITICS OF WEAK COUNTRIES

In order to answer the three questions, mentiondtie introduction, the
regression analysis of territorial-political devaheent can help a great lot,
but is not enough. We ought to judge the last gkiigad changes through
the influence of three sides: players (outer s@)remportance of places and
importance of situation on larger (particularly Baropean but even on the
global) level.

Each of the mentioned ethnic communities develofheskr own geo-
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politics; the idea how to manage different factorrder to achieve com-
mon goal: a nation-state. As shown, those ideadbdess were defeated, but
not in the same way and to the same extent. Thiersignificant differences,
which raises serious questions. The end of warroatia was achieved by
the “permission” of allied forces for Croatia tohs® “the problem” with
military means. By defeating the Serbs in Knin, Beatian forces put
“checkmate” to the “chessboard” (in the Croatiatioral flag, the coat of
arms has a red-white “chessboard”!). In the contéxchieving the official,
internationally recognized borders this was a ritimig to do, but certainly
not in terms of minority protection. As a con-seges, the majority of Serbs
from Krajina lost their homes and emigrated. Theturn was slow and
inefficient. Through the military operation, fornférajina” emptied.

This story must be observed from another perspaddesnia. After three
years of Serbian ignorance of international autiesriand many diplomatic
attempts to finish the bloodsheds in this “all agaiall” war, it was
necessary to put serious pressure to the Serlg@nirsiBosnia. The inter-
national forces needed the Serbian side (in Crottiae defeated (Pirjevec,
2003, p. 447). In light of geochessistics, theadion predominated! By this
event, the Serbian side became weaker and moreddclto political
discussions. On the other side, international comityuand particularly the
United States, needed a success story in Bosn&y. fidive been prepared for
military intervention (Pirjevec, 2003, p. 240). Tidipoint in this context is
the weakness of Russia, the Serbian “protectoabse of their troubles in
Chechnya (Pirjevec, 2003, p. 444). However, theygsk (allied forces,
NATO) were too weak in comparison to other sideg$a) and the figures
(Serbs, Croato-Muslim «Bosnian» alliance) weredquoal. The result of this
“‘game” is the Dayton agreement, which brought tmel ef war, but
established an invalid state. In chess it is catate-mate!

Kosovo was, similarly to Chechnya in Russia, tréass an “inner”
problem. The international audience waited untd fmal solutions on the
“western” side of the former Yugoslavia. Pirjev&lpvene historian and
author of renowned book “Yugoslavian wars” is suiegt this situation
resisted as such because of Russian assistancelyntma situation and
influence of one of the players! Furthermore, R argued, that after
a certain time (years) NATO needed to demonstra¢e necessity of its
existence. On the other hand, the western parbwhdr federation was
“under control”, so that next operation was eapibgsible. Here is another
situation — the military intervention of NATO alfiae in 1999 was certainly
a new situation on the global scale. This was i& Eerious military
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operation of NATO and performed against the consen$ the UN Security
Council (Pirjevec, 2003, p. 245-246). Even thoughywoor in terms of
military achievement, the consequences for Serlgige werushing: the “holy
place” — Kosovo (a birthplace of the medieval Smmtstate) was taken under
international control and has been practically edetl from Serbia. Kosovo
became a protectorate, divided into four operatiaoaes (Hofbauer, 2009).
Furthermore, the same happened to Montenegro,taop&ederal Republic
of Yugoslavia, which was excluded in terms of mangtsystem: it was
allowed to use EURO as (national) currency. Thiesppred further steps to
referendum and independency declaration in 2006!

But the final solution for Kosovo came in 2008. @ndAmerican
influence and with assistance of some Europeantdean(not all of EU
members!), Kosovars (Kosovo’s Albanians) declaretépendency in Febru-
ary 2008. This youngest European state still hashmttouble in efficient
governance, so that the international mission restiere (now: EULEX).
In this context, the players have a dominant rald aimply defeated the
other side (Russian) as well as the dominant dooégjure” (Serbia).

But again: the peace-solutions in Moldova were putamder Russian
dominance: Transdnistria recognized as an indepgnd@te (Russia,
Ukraina), while the Gagauz enclave remains withiolddvan borders, but
with a high level of territorial autonomy.

5. CONCLUSION

The weak countries are mainly not (or very limitekdg rulers of their
own destiny. Maybe this finding puts us to somedkai “neo-realpolitik”.
Geochessistics can be understood as an experiengeopolitics of weak
territories. The case of national-historical temis in the Balkans proves
this point. It is not something to be wished aseaeagal principle, but has
happened many times.

On the other hand, this experience can be usablmanaging other
conflicts around the world. To know the power amtbowledge of the
players, to use proper situation (strategic “timjngnd use the proper (not
necessary the strongest) figures can be the rigit w

The Balkans is governed from the outside, partitplay the United
States. Regarding the European geopolitics in tikaBs, we may find that
EU is not a strong player. Does the European géaqsokxist at all? It
seems not.
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PERAST, HISTORICAL BORDER TOWN BETWEEN
VENICE AND THE SLAVIC WORLD

The city of Perast is situated between the baygisdn and Kotor, right in
front of the Strait of Verige, and faces both sfshores. There are no more
than 400 inhabitants despite the fact that it $bidks like a small urban
centre as it had once been in the past. In faetetlare houses, palaces,
churches built in the Venetian architectonic aniisée style; even today it
looks as if it was a Venetian suburb, and doessaet to have lost it past
glory as an important centre in the Bay, of graedtsgic value. In other
words, despite the small number of inhabitantsilitgves an urban image,
resembling a big open-air museum, given the lacklements that are not
a part of its traditional structure. Thereforeséems that time has stopped
there: such impression is reinforced by the faet #wven though in high
season its beaches are full of tourists, ther@tismuch tourist infrastructure
and the existing one is so immersed in the citylsan landscape that it
cannot be spotted easily.

Despite the fact that Perast could be older thamesarchaeological
exhibits may show, it was first mentioned in higtat records in Early
Medieval times, when the city depended on the Bietied Abbey situated
on the S. George’s Island, and there was a shipyaatiing the one existent
in Kotor. Perast gained more importance only af#82, after the Bay (from
Herceg Novi to Risan) fell under the Ottomans’ raled it became a border
city next to the border between the Ottoman andrémeaining Christian
territory. From that moment on, Venice encouragedieévelopment as a true
bastion against the Ottomans and the Muslim pirand in 1539 even
decided to give to 12 local noble families the eiye of guarding the
S. Marc’s gonfalon during the war, which went ontiluthe fall of the
Republic in 1797. The fcentury has been a great instability for the Bay o
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Kotor, because there was not only a political pob@rder, but it was also
a place where the Muslim and the Christian world=t,nand even more,
where the Catholicism and the Orthodoxy clashedatn, in 1568 eleven
Barbary corsairs entered the Bay and sacked P@hstega, 2006, p. 111)
that had no walls at the time. Furthermore, in 187 1lepanto, seven of
Perast’s gonfalon holders lost their lives whilartg to protect the gonfalon
on the flagship, whose captain was Giovanni of Aastalso from Perast
(Sbutega, 2006, p. 112). Being already traditignidée city of shipyards and
having also a medium-small naval fleet, after tresmts, Perast managed to
have a bigger canal too, that could host heavisshnd among these there
were some of the biggest galleons of the time. & as also an “upgrade”
from a political and administrative point of viewhen Perast got free from
Kotor’s aristocracy, and became a free city, afiyvenice, with its aristo-
cracy, institutions and its own associations, notdsfferent from other
Dalmatian cities.

Considering that Perast was surrounded by Ottoeraiatries, the lack of
walls has represented a serious problem for itstdnatb; in 1624 Barbary
pirates took advantage of the absence of men,asied the city, kidnapped
women, old people and children in order to get sansTo prevent such
events, in 1628 the city decided to build a fodr@sst behind the urban
territory, and to name it Holy Cross (Sveti Kria)homage to the patronage
that the Holly Cross provided to the old Perastili@sy But the city's
archive documents also reveal that already in Ebftdtress stood just above
the city; therefore, it is possible that the Hdllyoss was just an enlargement
and a reinforcement measure of that fortress (R&dylBrainovic, 2006,
p. 47). The fortress kept a small Venetian gartisshose commander,
despite being paid by Venice, was chosen insidadtemhis construction
had a very important role in 1654 during an Ottorastack, started by an
army of 5.000 men aboard of eight ships coming friderceg Novi, as
a revenge for Venice’s temporary conquest of Rida@spite the modest
numbers of the defending army, the fortress manage@sist, the enemy
commander was killed, and the aggressors wereddrceetreat. The moral
importance of such success was so significant thatvictory day was
dedicated to the Lady of the Rocks as a token ahkb, and it is still
celebrated today.

Differently from the nearby Kotor, whose habitadtsscended from the
Romans or the Latin Slavs, the city of Perast wagh@ic but remained
Slavic, as we can see from the historical onomggglon the other hand, the
other urban centres of the Bay, which were comdolly Venice since 1687,
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after the Muslims were gone, became very soon popdlby the Orthodox
inhabitants (Sbutega, 2006, p. 221). The inhalstahPerast were known as
excellent sailors, so much that at the end of fcentury, when Peter the
Great sent a group of young people to Venice, wiesewo master the
nautical arts, he entrusted their schooling todaptain Marko Martinow
from Perast. He let them stay at his own home anthém use his own ship.
When the Tsar sent Count Tolstoy to verify thevaattement, he wrote that
Perast was inhabited by Croats (which really me@atholics, author’s
remark), “sea captains, astronomers and sailors”, whildheé nearby villages
there were Orthodox Serbs, which were hard to rdjsish from Croat
peasants (Sbutega, 2006, p. 164).

The beauty of Perast, and perhaps, its contraditho, is the fact that the
city today is almost the same as when it was a femicipality under
Venice’'s patronage, except for the presence of mebicles and a small
tourist port, while in the past there were sigrifidy bigger ships. The
monuments and the inhabited parts are almost the sath on the land and
on the two islands in front of the shore. Therefdhee urbanistic plan is
almost identical, but while the past is grandioga#ystigious, today’s city is
reduced to a mere tourist passing-by place.

Perast’s glorious past can be seen not only whading its history, but
also if we consider the number of erected churemelspalaces that still exist
there. Today’s main road is behind the town, ara psurt of the coastal road
that circles the entire Bay, but it has nothingltowith the town itself. On
the other hand, the only internal street that adl@wculation inside the town
is next to the sea, with the palaces on the otlder $he most Western-style
among these is the BujdviPalace; according to tradition (Radulgvi
Brainovié, 2006, p. 35) it was built using the stones whigtre originally
part of Herceg Novi's walls, destroyed after th&y avas freed from the
Ottoman domination in 1687. Some of the epigraphs tioe fagade,
indicating 1694 as the year the construction be@glsg commemorate the
heroism of Vicko Bujou; the palace has been built and paid for by Venice,
as a token of its gratitude. Vicko and his brotlvain were members of the
coat of arms is represented on the facade. Itesobrthe best architectonical
works on the Adriatic coast, designed by the Vemetarchitect Gianni
Battista Fontana. The style was still inspired Bn&ssance: the proof is the
string of arcs, interrupted by columns on the lowwumd, made of stone
using the rustication technique. There is also sBar®que influence, in the
rich ornaments and parapets on each floor on thides of the palace; the
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longest of these runs along the entire facade enfitlst floor, and is
decorated on the angles with two stone lions hgldhe family’s coat of
arms. The narrow coastal road in front of the mlawilt in 1912, gives the
impression that the palace floats on water, simitathe effect that the
observers get in Venice above its canals. Eveesl®s7, the Bujovipalace
has accommodated the Civic Museum, containing deocisnand relics
telling the town’s story. Today there are 19 padaicePerast, all bearing the
coats of arms of their owner’s families, and almadsbf them were built in
baroque style during the #7and 18' centuries, the town’s “golden age”.
Together with numerous churches which can be se@very corner of the
urban space, the palaces do not make the townasirtol an open-air
museum, where the articles in exposition seem tbdbend a virtual glass;
instead, they give the impression of being insidewn that is still very
much alive, even if it is lost in time, and stillitlout — at least until the
beginning of the 21 century — the tourist masses that crowd the street
Venice and the nearby Kotor.

In the central square, there is the church of Sdiaholas, built in 1616;
the Renaissance-style bell tower has been addéé9a, designed by the
Venetian architect Giuseppe Beati: it is 55 melegh, making it the tallest
one in the Bay, that really towers over other bogd in the entire town, and
it becomes the dominant in the visual when obsefi@t afar, especially
from the sea. This construction should have beedeniar a much bigger
church than the San Nicholas; however, that propag abandoned around
1800 because of the lack of funds, during the Neaput wars. Only the apse
and the nave have been completed, and today tlkeem@orporated into the
same architectonic unit with the previous churckereits external walls
remind of the urban history, bearing some insai®j such as one in the
local dialect, celebrating the victory over theddtans in 1654.

The particularity of Perast is accentuated by the tslands, situated
about a hundred meters from both shores. On thefl#fie coast, there is the
Island of Saint George Sgeti Djordjg, containing the homonymous
Benedictine abbey, and also, immersed in cyprefisespwn’s cemetery. Its
origin is very old and dates, perhaps, to tffec@ntury (Radulovi and
Brainovié, 2006, p. 21), even if it is mentioned for thestfitime in certain
Kotor documents in 1166, as a project built to emshe passage through the
Verige Strait. Since then it has been rebuilt yagften, up to the moment it
was completely destroyed by an earthquake in 18&@r this event, the
church that exists today was built, very simple bait using some elements
from the previous building. The old cemetery — usetll 1866 when another
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was built north of the town — still contains thentastones with coats of arms
of the illustrious Perast families, while the whalesular perimeter is

surrounded by fortified walls that even include easioires. In fact, the abbey
was the scenery of various war episodes, becausts @xposure to the

pirates’ attacks. One more time in 1812, it hasnbeecupied by the

Napoleon’s French troops that occupied also théyHloss fortress; at last,
in 1814 Saint Georges has fallen under the Austi@rupation, because of
its strategic position that allowed the controtloé Bay.

The other little island of the Lady of the Rockdogpa od Skrpiea
unigue in its genre, is not a natural island, bst man-made, and
accommodates the most important sanctuary dedit¢atéae Virgin in the
Bay. Until the 18 century there was only a rock, but since then the
inhabitants of Perast have been throwing blockstofies into the sea, in
order to create a solid ground and to build therhapel dedicated to the
Virgin. This construction was supposed not onlyetasure the Virgin's
protection to the sailors, but also to give therigurisdiction over the new
island, and counter-balance Kotor’s jurisdictiorenbaint George; in fact,
the abbey was controlled by the latter until 1684en it went under
Venice’s direct control. The island’s surface goger with time, due also to
everything that got thrown into the sea and themgnships’ relics that were
drowned there, and today it is about 3.000ange. Various sacral buildings
were built, but were eventually destroyed duringioss wars. Today’s
church is a Baroque building dated 1630 with amgahal dome, while the
bell tower was built in 1722. The building’s intariis particularly solemn,
decorated with over 60 oil paintings with sacrartes, painted by Tripo
Kokolja (1661-1713) from Perast, considered thé Basoque artist of the
Adriatic. Also, there are many other works of loeald foreign artists, that
go from the 15 to the 18 century; among these, an icon of Saint Rocco,
thought to be the work of Tiepolo. The island igesy important, identity-
-bound place for the town’s inhabitants and carcdaresidered both in past
and present, as its very “soul”: in fact, the clhugtiards over 2.508x voto
silver plates which were donated to the Virgin hya's and fishermen who
have escaped the perils of the sea. Furthermoezy @' July, the day of
the Virgin, trying to commemorate Perast’'s gloriquest, there is a pro-
cession of boats that reaches the island acconphbgi&raditional songs and
the sound of the boats’ sirens; once they arrivery®ne throws a stone into
the water, and therefore contributes to an ultegidargement of the island,
even if it is a traditional target for tourists awditors during almost whole
year.
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There is a strong Venetian influence to Perast¢batinues even today,
and is easily explained by the fact that the redten age of the town
coincided with the centuries during which it waslenthe patronage of the
Venetian Republic, especially when — until 168s-purpose was to resist
as the last Venetian outpost on the border withQtteman dominions. This
long period ended abruptly in 1797 with the cessbrthe Saint Marc’s
Republic and its territories to the Habsburg famfiyllowing Napoleon’s
orders. The Venetian flag in the Bay was furledfaet in Perast with
a solemn ceremony on August'®3after the peace preliminaries between
France and Austria in Louben, before the ratifyim@ampoformio. The flag
has been given a 21-gun salute, deposited in arsium and hidden in
a secret place, before the Austrians arrived ($faut2006, p. 229). There is
some historical irony in the fact that the lastesetailed Saint Marc’s flag
has been waved for the last time on the extremphpmy of the Venetian
territories, and has been defended until the endutyects which were not
originally from Venice, but “slaves” — meaning S$athat embraced (even if
only as subordinates) the Venetian cause. Ippdlievo remembers this in
Confessioni di un italiangin the 12" chapter), but instead of being hidden,
the flag is being burned — to highlight the dramaiathos: “...the proud
Perast habitants burned the last Saint Marc’s @agng. The Venetian
Republic was dead, and its spirit wandered stithi far horizon of life over
the Eastern sea”.

Such loyalty to Venice was particularly strong amdhe inhabitants of
Perast and of the Bay of Kotor generally, considgethat the alliance with
the Republic was not a submission act, but a freece of the population;
furthermore, the Republic favoured economic develept, by providing
cultural ties with the Christian part of Europe (&wga, 2006, p. 230) and by
guarding the internal part of the Bay from the @ism occupation. Since
then, in all the changes in the sovereign rankshef city, that followed
closely the destiny of the entire Bay, Perast negeuperated fully and has
become the shadow of its former self, all the wayil today’s “soft mu-
seumification”; since the beginning of the®2dentury many of its buildings
were restored and brought to life as holiday homes.

When considering the flag episode mentioned befweeneed to precise
that it is preserved not only in the Italian higtat memories, but has also
become a myth, a manifestation of eternal loyaltthe Dalmatian people to
Saint Marc’s Republic. A fundamental factor conitihg to such result was
a speech, which according to the Monsigneur Vincedallovich, a provost
from Kotor, has been given on that August’2797 by the Perast captain
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Giuseppe Viscovich. The speech that follows, eréty Italian, corresponds
to the text Ballovich described. Later on, in tBéoria documentata di
Veneziawritten by Samuele Romanin and printed betweer8 &8l 1861, it
is said that Giuseppe Viscovich’'s speech was ginerenetian dialect; in it,
the Italian phraséu fosti con noi, € noi con t&ou were with us, and we
were with you) is replaced by a much strongiezon nu, nu con t{same
meaning, in Venetian dialect), a clear and stréogivard structure similar to
a math formula, which gained much popularity in tf@dlowing two
centuries. Furthermore, in 1898 the Count Franc¥ssmovich, a descendent
of the captain Viscovich from Perast, claimed thiat ancestor could only
have spoken in Slavic language (which means todagibian or Croatian)
because he and those who listened to him — allsSlawould have never
reneged on their own nationality and neither wouwde they “denatured”
themselves using a different language insteadef tiative one. Therefore,
there were many discussions on the language us#&tisbgvich which have
continued until recently. But now let us read thesmimportant part of
Viscovich’s speech according to Ballovich:

Our children will learn from us, and History wiktl entire Europe know,
that Perast has maintained the glory of the Vendtsy until its last breath,
and has honoured it with this solemn ritual, antl pat it away washed in
universal and bitter tears. We are allowed totleut, my fellow citizens, let
out our pain with our tears; but among these soleran we shall bring to an
end the glorious career spent under the Venetiarrgment, let us all face
this beloved flag, and let us express our pain tike: Oh beloved flag! For
377 years, our essence, our blood, our lives wersecrated to you, and
ever since you were with us, and we were with yee ,were always happy
beyond measure, we were famous and always vicmabsea. [...] If only
the present, so sad because of bad judgment,bigsali habits, its dis-
agreements, its illegal actions that offended ma#nd people’s laws, did not
condemn you in ltaly, you would have been forever wery essence, our
blood and our lives, and before allowing you todeéeated and dishonoured
by any of us, our value, our loyalty would havefereed to remain buried
with you.

This episode from the beginning of the™entury, when it was still
a direct and reliable memory, all the way until @' century even in its
“frozen” state, as it usually occurs with mythss leeen used in order to suit
the present needs. It is not possible to track ladiref its history; such
a diachronic reconstruction of events has been tyndassimo Tomasultti
in an excellent essay published in 2007. Its cmicohy it states that this
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homage paid by Perast's people to the Venetian Iiteplnas been
interpreted in the T®century through a romantic vision full of nostalgi
towards a hypothetical Venetian good government itgr Dalmatian
territories: in this version, it is stressed outwhthe loyalty towards the
Republic from its Slavic subjects was even supdgadhe one manifested by
the very Venetians, who actually accepted its jalit suicide, whose
incapable governing class legitimized the transfethe sovereignty over
Venice and its Adriatic territories to Austria withe Campoformio Treaty.
In the century following the episode of the depositof the Venetian flag,
the episode itself has been reinterpreted in @amalistic key, mainly through
D’Annunzio: the “bard” wanted to use it in orderagpress the will for an
Italian territorial expansion in the Adriatic, bgaalling Venice’s “imperial”
past. It is important to mention here Tomasuttierds on Perast’s destiny
envisioned by D’Annunzio, that — through the speealminating inti con
nu, nu con tgiven by the Dalmatian captain Viscovich.

It becomes, therefore, a geographical and mertlogia heroic dream;
a part of a nationahdstoswhich could evolve exclusively into a territorial
reintegration of Istria and Dalmatia; “eternal rdéibas” lands that once
belonged to the antique Dominant. [...] AccordindX@&nnunzio too, Perast
is a stabile and immutable “place”. There can beauabt then if we consider
him a historical “source” in matters of Italian iwat's territorial rights. No
dialectic over its historical importance is therefoallowed. There was
a State (Venice) and overseas territories thatnigeld to it (Istria and
Dalmatia). The relations between one and the otexe purely of domi-
nance, and we need to extract the destined “catyinitom this, and the
“destiny” of Italy (p. 65—66).

Other than this, D’Annunzio-phase in the interptieta of the Perast
episode, functional to a legitimization of an kaliempire over the Adriatic,
there is another one that can be found in the skhatf of the 28 century,
and according to Tomasutti's analysis (2007, p.)108o0 was oriented
towards legitimizing a mythical image “of a Venetigovernment, in all of
its historical territories, fascinating and virtuwvise, just and thoroughly
missed as a true lost motherland by its ex-subjfects the Overseas”. This
is a very idyllic image, based on the fraternityween the Dalmatians and
the Venetians, that various historians adopted famasutti, 2007, p. 108—
112) but that clashes with the image provided bgtlaer historiography
(especially in Paladini, 200passim)according to which in the second half
of the 17" century Dalmatia was a poor, neglected regiotictftl by a poor
Venetian government. But if that was the real dograd political situation
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before the flag’s deposition on the fatidic Aug@&® 1797, why did the
local nobles stage such a heart-breaking cerenmnjessing loyalty to the
dying Venetian regime, erecting that memory to myitlthe ages to come?
Tomasultti’s interpretation is particularly signdiat; according to it, Perast’s
governing class wanted to maintain its own legitignan front of the
inhabitants, despite the institutional change, uohsa delicate moment of
instability in political sovereignty. Therefore,etlpublic flag deposition can
be interpreted as a true passage rite very muchected to the power
succession (Tomasutti, 2007, p. 126).

Another important fact for our study of the Perastemony from over
200 years ago, is that it never lost its symbaéitug, not even during the 21
century, because it gained new interpretations tbatresponded to
contemporary needs, both on the Italian and Momgemeoart. The August
2391797 ceremony, with its pathos, is differentlyeipireted by political and
cultural movements of different origins and intens.

The Italian band “The Fellowship of the Ring”, wikeaszame is inspired by
Tolkien’s bookThe Lord of the Rings politically oriented to the right, and
has produced a song “Goodbye to Perast”, singiogtaibe 1797 event. It is
presented on the website www.venetinelmondo-onigsamurtesy of the
association ‘Venetians in the World’, and has beeashanthem. The song —
musically very much inspired by the Genoese sireger author Fabrizio De
André’s ballads — celebrates the mournful everthefsale — perpetuated by
the “Corsican or French” (Napoleon) — of DalmataAustria, damaging
those who remained loyal to Venice, while theree“thacobin drunken
lowlifes go crazy and become assassins”; it is alsly a reactionary
interpretation of the French revolution and ofdtéisequences. Furthermore,
according to the comment to the article “The congklat the Fellowship of
the Rings” written by Annalisa Terranova and pui#g by the right-wing
journal “Il Secolo d’ltalia” on November 922002, the people of Perast,
guided by Giuseppe Viscovich, instead of being mered local Slavs loyal
to the Venetian Republic, are assimilated to “Daiama Italians™: in this
case, there is an obvious intention to connecthb#er of Venice’s Slavic
subjects’ loyalty to the antirevolutionary polemits the irredentism and the
ltalian nationalism of the first half of the ®@entury, and even to the
revanchist one following the de-ltalianisation o&lMatia after the World
War 1. All of the above happened, through the Datian culture that
“becomes” Italian through Venice’s mediation.

Perast, famous for expressing local identity in 7,78as been redisco-
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vered in the forum of the Young Padans Moverhemtocal organization in
the political area belonging to the Lega Nord (fwed League), with “A trip
to Montenegro, with a stop in the Bay of Kotor, &ty Venice’s «Most loyal
Flag-bearer of all»”, published on Septembef 2D09; the area has been
described like an antique and aristocratic decapedh, overtaken by its
decline with broken roofs and mullions resemblingrkd circles under
a person’s eyes, with nothing but collapsed wadlsifid. The interest shown
by the North League for this small Bay centre doatssurprise, because the
League has appreciated the town’s display of alitioyalty towards
a regional state instead towards a national orawimg principles which
were interpreted as coherent to those belonginthéobefore mentioned
contemporary separatist movement.

However, the largest appreciation of Perast anceasily of what
happened there on August®3797 comes from the Venetian nationalists.
On August 28 2007, much emphasis was given to the depositiothef
Venetian flag in Perast which occurred 210 year®rbe by performing
a ceremony of its restoration to the local chuddembers of the cultural
association “Veneto nostro”, the Community of Maoregrin Italians and
Friends of Perast, ltalian Dalmatians in the Woalidd the Veneto-Real
regiment also took part. The latter is a group bbu twenty members
founded in year 2000, derived from the Venetianiomal movement
“Milizia Veneta”, which became fully operative twgears after the
foundation, and has recreated the arms and unifofrtiee “I Infantry Regi-
ment Veneto Real”, which existed in thé™@ntury, when the Republic of
Venice was independent. Today they take part itohésl commemorations,
wearing realistic uniforms, and together with otlestoric groups they
recreate situations and environments. Their websithorts the creation of
an identity spirit, wishing for a better future fttre Venetian homeland,; its
“localist” characteristics opposing an “ltalian”eigtity can be easily seen
when there is mention of the 18@4istro-Venetiammilitary victories over
the Italian forces.

When it comes to the 2007 celebrations, it is irtgodrto mention the
presence of the Italian diplomatic authorities presn Montenegro and in
Dubrovnik, local Kotor authorities and the Lega 8laegional councillor
Umberto Ciambetti; the latter has auspicated a kguacimission of
Montenegro into the EU, as a formal recognitioncommon roots that in

! www.giovanipadani.forumfree.it
2 www.miliziaveneta.com
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1797 induced the Perast people to salute oneitastthe Saint Marc’s flag.
Such a disclosure of the Lega Nord towards a nore&uhtry is an apparent
contradiction if compared to their traditional hiist towards anything that
does not come from North Italy and especially amgltoming from outside
EU; in fact, the Lega Nord appreciated Montenegnotependent spirit that
lead to its scission from Serbia in 2006, whickamething that the Venetian
nationalists, hostile to the Italian state, caatesto.

Therefore, the Italian part — and we shall see Mbeatenegrin part too —
wants to reconnect the past values to those egistway, in order to
legitimize different political goals. Not even tlenguage component was
kept outside this “operation”. In the "8entury, the majority of the
inhabitants of the Kotor Bay spoke a Slavic langyatgspite the fact that the
Venetian variant of the Italian was the languagévamsally used in the
Adriatic, especially for commercial reasons. Frdre 19" century on, this
was another reason to engage in a discussion bgdanguage used in the
famous August 23 1797 speech. In regard to this, we must mentien th
estimate number of today’s Italian-speaking pedipleg in the Bay, and in
Perast particularly. During the 2003 census in $erthere were 349
habitants, and 149 of those declared themselvé4oasenegrins, 101 were
Serbs, 29 Croats, 10 Yugoslavs, 3 Bosnians, 1 Magad and 59 “other
nationalities”. Considering this data, the Montawég Italian National
Community, that in 2004 founded the Kotor's Comesttof the Dante
Alighieri Society, gave an estimate of the totahrer of Italian-speaking
people in Montenegro who lived in the Bay territoAmong 500 of these,
there are supposedly 140 Italian-speaking peopleerast which however
identified themselves as Montenegrins; that wowdespond to the 40% of
the population, where the traditional “veneto da’nf@ea-Venetian) used in
Dalmatia and especially in the Bay, was disappgain favour of the
standard Italian. This data is directly oppose&mnzo Barnaba’s testimony:
this former cultural attaché at the Bar Italian €date claimed around year
2000 nobody in Perast spoke ltaflaiThis is an opinion that the author
shares too, because of personal experience, nobenhuse of failing to find
Perast Italian mother-tongue residents, but alsaudme of the total absence
of people able to speak Italian fluently.

The attempt of restoring the “Italianity” of the YBadone by the
Montenegrin part is opposed to the complete indbffiee of the Italian state
to the whole matter, which is clearly visible iretabsence of any financial

3 cfr. www.wikipedia.sapere.virgilio.it/wikipedia/ki/Discussione:Perasto
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support to the Montenegrin Italian Community andhe Kotor Committee
of the Dante Aligheri Society. This Italian cultuencestry, shown through
a rediscovery of a common Venetian-influenced calteould be useful to
Montenegro when it comes to the matter of its adioisinto the EU: the
more these two states get closely associated,dmmsy the possibility of an
admission, the more value this common culture gdihs fact that the latter
survived until the 2% century can be explained as a heritage of the same
political loyalty that existed in the Bay until 17.9nce that was gone, in the
post-2006 independent Montenegro, the cultural,ermatand immaterial
affinities, which were the result of a very longnétian dominance over the
Dalmatian coast, became the unifying factor betwbenAdriatic state and —
no more Venetia, of course — Italy.

This result was possible inside the Bay territolyoabecause of the
absence of any residual controversy, such as thegarding territorial
disputes that appeared in Venezia Giulia, Istrid Rijeka. These regions
were given entirely to Yugoslavia — but today alevénian and Croatian —
after the peace treaty following World War 11, atiis has also implied the
expulsion of the Italian-speaking population thateal for Italian nationality
between 1947 and 1954. This inhabitants’ exodusdymed hate and
frustration which even today is all but gone amtimgse who opted for the
Italian citizenship, and because of their choicé ttaabandon the territories
that were to be Yugoslavian, and therefore themé® (other than personal
memories of a life spent there). On the other handase of the Kotor Bay,
the post-war transfer of sovereignty in favor ofgéslavia did not cause
mass migrations towards Italy with all the contmsyethat came with it, but
just a general Slavic resentment against the bitadibn occupation in
the past. Consequently, even in today’'s post-Ywuywsh reality, much
differently from Slovenia and Croatia where anylidta residues are not
being valued by the national authorities, in thentémegrin Bay, all that
remains from the ltalian culture is something t@tpct mainly for two
reasons: tourist promotion, that favours the armfdtalian visitors, and the
establishment of a cultural bond, based on theweddriendship between
the two nations, which can facilitate Montenegratnission to the EU, and
that in the past was represented by the Montengmiimcess Elena that
became queen of Italy, and today by hundreds dfamtaspeaking bay
inhabitants.

The Yugoslavian anxious wish for post-war revengeatrds Italy, that
resulted in the destruction of the Venetian liontloa entrance to Kotor and
its replacement with a 5-point star with the da@exX2 1944, corresponding
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to the day Kotor was freed from the Nazi, fascrstader, has actually
expired decades ago, so the “Venetianity” of thidings and other cultural
symbols present in the Bay are considered valuabktead of being
something to hide or replace. Therefore, after \herld War 1l (during
which the anti-Italian wave of hatred resulted e tSaint Marc’s Leon
destruction) — Italians in the Bay were not comgacethe fascist occupants,
and their culture was once again revaluated. Suacatt#tude is completely
and significantly opposite to the one that cancamé in Dubrovnik, Croatia,
the antique Ragusa Republic. Their local historys@mm tried to hide the
fact that during past centuries, the language irsedmmerce and in official
documents was Italian (called also “Veneto da maid tried to legitimize
the idea of a local Croatian identity which wassugedly alivenuch before
the integration of the city into the Croatian refirjbivhose capital is Zagreb.
In fact, in the eyes of the Croatian authoritieggretoday it is completely
useless to value or even show any lItalian resithee.country was born in
1991 as the Croatians’ national state, following traditional nationalistic
pattern, and consequently the “Croatization” ofirtivehole territory came
very useful; also, it is relevant to mention tHa admission of Croatia into
the EU is not something that could happen in duamre but is pretty much
an imminent reality, therefore this country does meed any help from Italy
in this field. On the other hand, Montenegro causé an Italian sponsorship,
and there are initiatives pointing in that direatian June 2010 the Italian
Foreign Affairs undersecretary in Podgorica, Alfsddantica, auspicated the
making of an Adriatic-lonic macro-region that coulevive the political
possibilities for South-Eastern Europe, with thegoility of admission of
the Western Balkans into the EU. Following thisaidiee announced that it is
also necessary to continue the process of econbimtegration. According
to Mantica, under the new Montenegrin presidencythaf Adriatic-lonic
Initiative, the goal is to reach the completionfivke protocols, including
tourism, the environment and culture. The finallgeao make this Adriatic-
lonic region happen in 2014, in order to balance weight that Northern
Europe has in the EU, where there already is aidBalacro-region, while
there is another one being built on the Danube {¢fe website Vie dell’Est,
June 38 2010).

Furthermore, the project of a so-called Porto Moetgo, a luxury
tourism point, is coming to an end in the Kotor Bliyconsist of 24 hectares
near the airport of Tivat, destined to accommodateort with 650 boat
spaces, including 150 for bigger yachts, and algoHhotels, a residence and
500 habitation units — many of which are already $wie dell’Est, July 14
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2010). As for Perast, its decadent and slightlgmfeimage could soon go
away, because its touristic potential has alreadnboticed. The town lacks
in accommodation options, in beach facilities atalinternal viability is
heavily compromised during the summer season, sed&imain (and only)
road is narrow and often cramped with cars. A fsssolution to this
problem was proposed in 2009 by an Italian compappolonia, which
pitched a project in collaboration with the Montgne Ministry of the
Environment and Protection of the Sea and Terrjttngt could stop the
traffic inside the town by building two parking $otone at the entrance and
the other one at the exit of the town itself. Theeinal mobility would be
resolved and guaranteed by rent-a-bikes, electoigais, electrical cars and
segways. This is a development project that isgopresented as sustainable
and functional not only for its commercial part,tbaiso for the local
population that would have no more problems afeds crowded with céts
It is an initiative similar to others proposed fbe Bay, that would transform
the area already protected by the UNESCO inside Wweld Heritage
Program; from a fascinating place full of Venetr@sidues, at the moment
not very valued or protected and therefore avaslablthe local population,
and to a “pioneer” type of tourism — except for &twhich already gained
world fame — to a place for an international ecoicoétite, willing to spend
money but only when offered high level service.
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KOSOVO’'S CULTURAL HERITAGE: UNBEARABLE
WEIGHT OR FUNDAMENTS TO BUILD ON?

1. INTRODUTION

In the European Union of the 2tentury, the main goal appears to be to
deprive the state borders of their ‘negative’ valneorder to establish more
economic and cultural relations between those waieseparated before. In
its recent history, the EU has also removed on¢heflast bureaucratic
impediments, the “Schengen wall”, which literalipprisoned the Balkan
region, sentencing it to existence, which can b& bescribed as a black
hole, in the very heart of the modern world. Nowesddhe historical regions
of Serbia, Montenegro, Bosnia and Herzegovina artddonia can join
Croatia in the freedom of movement for their ctigebut most importantly,
they can now be part of various interregional ptgeand have become
more interesting as potential cultural or touriattpers. This is something
that the EU has tried to implement and encouragearch of its states: to
preserve and protect the cultural heritage, bub &ts reinforce regional
powers, by encouraging regional projects. Howetresre is still one small
part of Europe that remains outside this pictune: newly created Republic
of Kosovo. A small country with big problems, wahMuslim majority, that
has an enormous cultural heritage going back imtyigor centuries and that
could and should be preserved and transformedhipiositive value. Yet, for
as much as it undoubtedly has an enormous valggifisant history and
a string of its own myths on the Albanian side,iferex-motherland Serbia,
Kosovo is a ‘bleeding heart’, the very epicentrad amadle of Serbia’s
existence, home to historical legends and sacraglés. So, can a country
learn to live without its own heart, when facednwis loss?
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2. THE (UNBEARABLE) WEIGHT OF A LEGEND:
JUST HOW IMPORTANT IS KOSOVO TO SERBIA?

As a true example of a nation-state, Serbia cabhaateparated from its
own history and myths. Kosovo has been consideedha ultimate,
untouchable and sacred cradle of Serbia’s wholstente, a sacrifice that
cannot be forgotten or alienated, not without “agimg” the ancestors.
So, what exactly is this myth? Tkesovo Polje(field of the blackbirds) is
where the 1389 battle between the Ottoman forcdsSambia’s military led
by Prince Lazar took place. It was not just a comnbattle; the Sultan
Murad | in person decided to fight alongside hisligos". It can be perceived
as a classical good/evil myth scheme, with thel fiimartyrdom act of both
rulers lying dead once everything was over. ThédSkrst the battle, and the
event has since been considered as an importamihgupoint in Serbia’s
history, a sort of tragic omen marking the downfafl a glorious and
“blessed” nation, succumbing to the “infidel” andsphievous dark forces —
the Ottomans. History tells of the mere ending mfirdependent state and
the beginning of a five centuries rule of the Otawnempire over the Balkan
area, but the extent of human and moral loss, hegewith the numerous
Serbian aristocrats who lost their lives, have sfammed the battle into
a florid ground for the creation of lyric poems,itten and oral myths,
symbols of regret and God’s unjust punishment tmawvever has to be
endured, in the light of Serbia’s population beilmposen” for a better
future. It was necessary to resist the dark despatrcame down on Serbia,
by creating hope that the Prince Lazar and hisebragn did not die in vain.
Consequently, the lieu of their demise had to lmeoted, never forgotten
and always cherished as sacred ground.

The fact that the battle represented not only &éiscwh of nations, but
especially a collision of two religions — the Musliand the Christian
Orthodox — only added an ulterior component to tigh, justifying the
hope for a better future (where God would rescgedwn chosen people)
and also planted a seed of future hatred and nuonplex conflicts to come.
The religious collision theory has had its peak iamtely after the battle
itself, but has slowly shifted into a more natichaked opposition,
especially between the Tand 19 centuries (Emmert, 1992). In fact, this
shift is evident particularly in th&orski Vijenac(Mountain Wreath) written

! http://lwww.kosovo.net/default3.html
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by Petar Il Petro¢i Njegos, the most famous Montenegrin ruler (both
a Bishop and a Prince) from the ™ @entury. The epic poerde facto
recognized the martyrdom of the Koso®erbiansand not exclusively
Christians. The peak of the change can be datedeirld’ century, when
Serbia needed desperately to reinforce and stabtkznational and ethnic
identity after 500 years of Ottoman rule. The ektehthe mythological
heritage that the Kosovo battle created was encsmpapular epic poems,
dramatists, painters, sculptors, moviemakers, dutire years the legend
gained strength and was reinforced through hisbagks, novels, and oral
tradition within familied.

TM.!F?, —
'!w‘ - 'f_

Photo 1Kosovka devojkaby Uros Predi

The reality of the battle and the loss were soogdtten, and the only
important thing was the martyrdom of the Prince dra@gvho in fact also
became a Saint), God’s chosen chevalier, who woesdrrect one day as
a new, charismatic leader, and would bring Serbiatd deserved glory
(Pavlowitch, 2010, p. 24). In fact, 600 years latan the occasion of the
anniversary of th&Kosovo Poljebattle, Slobodan MiloSedj the man who
gained enormous power and skilfully used natiotialifietoric and mythical
symbols to obtain the masses’ consent, held aiméynous speech in front
of an enormous sea of Serbs who came from all Bugpslavia to celebrate
the anniversary. The speech was conveniently hetdeavery Kosovo field,

2 http://www.kosovo.net’'emmert2.html
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which certainly added to the mass hysteria andaékng of ancient powers
and myths coming alive (Pavlowitch, 2010, p. 2%8re is an excerpt:

“[...] At this place, at this place [repeats himseiflthe heart of Serbia at
the Field of Kosovo, six centuries ago, a full 6@€ars ago, one of the
greatest battles of the time took place. As (?adlag events) Words
indistinc§ many questions and secretsofds indistinck By the force of
social circumstances this great 80fnniversary of the Battle of Kosovo is
taking place in a year in which Serbia, after mgegrs, after decades, has
regained its state, national and spiritual intggfit.] Today, it is difficult to
say what the historical truth about the Battle o6Kvo is and what legend is.
[...] What has been certain through all the centuaietsl our time today, is
that disharmony struck Kosovo 600 years ago. [...p TKosovo battle
contains another great symbol. This is the symboheroism. Poems,
dances, literature and history are devoted tohe Kosovo heroism has been
inspiring our creativity for six centuriesprds indistinckand does not allow
us to forget that at one time we wemgofd indistinc} brave and [word
indistinct], one of the few that entered the battledefeated. [...] Six
centuries later, now, (?we are engaged in) badthes (?quarrels). They are
not armed battles, although such things cannotxotuded yet. However,
regardless of what kind of (?battles) they arey tb@nnot be won without
resolve, bravery and sacrifice, without the nohlalgies that were present
here in the field of Kosovo in the days past. Cuietbattle now concerns
implementing the economic, political, cultural ageheral social prosperity,
finding a quicker and more successful approach twviiisation in which
people (?will enter the 2century).?

MiloSevi¢’'s ability to enflame and enchant the masses wag oevious
before, but during this speech it appeared to leetapular: he was, in fact,
the new Lazar, promising to reunite the Serbs,eiostall them to their
rightful golden place in the world. The moment wasical, Yugoslavia was
quickly failing and he grasped the opportunity cbme a true leader in
times of need, who would not hesitate to use angththe mention of
a possible armed conflict was all but casual) ideorto honour the legend,
the myth and the very essence of the Serbian natibhe time, he was
heavily endorsed by the Serbian Orthodox Churchichviin history has
always held its weight in maintaining the natiohistorical conscience alive:
it is sufficient to mention how Prince/Saint Lazaremains have been taken

? http://www.hirhome.com/yugo/bbc_milosevic.htm . eTkranslation was done by
the BBC.
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all over Yugoslavia, to be shown and to be vendrbteSerbs all around the
country, before going back the monastery that oally kept them. In
Serbia’s history, religion has always had greatdrtgmce, but we could
certainly say that, following the Kosovo battle hias been a constant and
fundamental factor in those legends, myths, litematind other forms of art,
that formed the national conscience. Such concagt illiantly explained
by Vjekoslav Perica:

“[...] Nation-states also cannot exist without higtand myth, which also
require a worshipful acceptance. Myth is a nareatibout the origin, that is,
‘birth’ of the community. This narrative, often twosically inaccurate,
becomessacred that is to say, historical narrative beconnekgion rather
than history based on evidence.” (Perica, 2003).p.

Following this line of thought, the true birth oéi®ia’s nationalist spirit
and its own, particular viewpoint regarding religiavas indeed the Kosovo
Battle. It goes without saying that such an impartanyth, reinforced
especially through popular epic poetry (which wamwoidably taught in
schools since very young age, along with all thdgand solemnity such
poetry brings) and religion, made a very solid gebufor political
exploitation of the momentplovi¢, 2002, p. 149). It became exponentially
popular in times of war or conflict, as a mean efifimization through
examples of the past, identification in ancientlesrthat infuse courage and
spirit of sacrifice, and ultimately as a fundam#ata new mythical lineage
of “pure” Serbian genetics that had to be preseragdinst all external
dangers threatening its existence. The concephefdenes of the Tribe” has
been promoted by Dr. Jovan Strikdva Belgrade hospital manager, who
sustained the theory of a “scientific and philosoghbasis [...] to the idea
that a person acts, thinks and feels exclusivedywhay the genetic code of
the community to which he belongs, determing8dl¢vi¢, 2002, p. 161).
Therefore, it is no surprise to discover the higiis of the very same idea in
MiloSevi¢’'s Kosovo speech: it is always “us” against thetudt “others”,
who contrast Serbia’s progress and sometimes metgcery existence.
Such a theory has proven to be very dangerous, igterh teaches,
considering that Serbia has had to renounce ignatis dreams of \delika
Srbija (Big Serbia), not without however blaming unknoWestern forces
that have plotted against the small country andicoe to do so, and that
have helped the Bosnian wars demise, and ultim#telyoss of Kosovo.
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3. THE SERBIAN THERMOPYLAE

Through history, Saint Vito's day (June™as seen significantly diffe-
rent scenarios in the same place: Gazimestan,laire gf the Kosovo Field,
lieu of the 1389 battle. Here is a small scheme:

— 28" June 1389: The Kosovo Field battle, the Serbsatgiess and its
symbolical value,

— 28" June 1989: Miloevls speech that awakened the never-sleeping
Serbian nationalism: using history to legitimizen@mporary politics,

— 28" June 2010: Independent Kosovo, Saint Vitus’ ddghrations in
Kosovo: an attempt to normality; Over 1.500 Serhtered Kosovo, and
went to Gazimestan, the historical lieu of battle.

The inevitable symbolic and the bitter results a$tdry’s merciless
doings are obvious, and even more ironic considetie effort put into the
creation and survival of the Serbian national idgnkargely based on myths
and legendary — but not historically accurate —ntsteOn 1% February
2008, the long agony of Kosovo’s history has comarn apparent end: the
region has declared its independence from Serhihhas since effectively
severed connections with the Serbian state. Asanf@iaky 2011, this auto-
proclaimed state has been recognized by 74 o@21JN members together
with the Republic of China. However, Serbia has mnetognized its
existence, and is actively fighting and boycottiagy initiative towards
a possible recognition or compromise. In fact, thatter is highly con-
troversial, even after the ruling of the ICJ (Ndiid010). The latter has
allowed the legitimacy of this unilateral independe, but has not resolved
effectively the true problem: what is the futurekafsovo, if its status is not
negotiable, and how does Europe deal with the hilgta hatred and
political and social tensions that it has creafBdére is also the merely legal
matter of such independence: the 1975 Helsinki tyread its Article 3
regarding the inviolability of frontiers, as welf @he territorial integrity of
States:

“[...] Art. 3 — The participating States regard asiatable all one
another's frontiers as well as the frontiers of @fates in Europe and
therefore they will refrain now and in the futureorh assaulting these
frontiers. Accordingly, they will also refrain froemy demand for, or act of,
seizure and usurpation of part or all of the teryitof any participating State.
Art. 4 — The patrticipating States will respect theitorial integrity of each
of the participating States. Accordingly, they widfrain from any action
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inconsistent with the purposes and principles ef @harter of the United
Nations against the territorial integrity, politiGadependence or the unity of
any participating State, and in particular from augh action constituting
a threat or use of force. The participating Statéklikewise refrain from
making each other's territory the object of miltaccupation or other direct
or indirect measures of force in contravention r@kinational law, or the
object of acquisition by means of such measuretherthreat of them. No
such occupation or acquisition will be recognizedesal®.

In the light of the already mentioned mythical dagendary importance
that Kosovo has for Serbia, it is easily understood something that crucial
can become the vergison d’étreof today’s Serbian political élite, and how
it automatically leads to Serbia’s impossibility lefting Kosovo go. In the
eyes of the population, after years of learninghmyPristina’s independence
is seen as a mutilation and a true apocalypsen®Serbian people. Kosovo
has been defined as “Serbia’s bellybutton” (Tacc@008, p. 47) (also as
“Serbia’s heart”) in many occasions, and the Iquallticians (more or less
convinced) have all jumped on the bandwagon of‘é#ssassination of the
Serbian nation”, and have also brought on the se@ameus plot theories
where the International Community inevitably loseedibility by allowing
Kosovo’s independence, all the while depicting &eds the violent, savage
party. In fact, this concept is best explained oras of lvanColovié:

“[...] This toposof the Serbian political myth, in which Serbisojgposed
to rotten Western Europe as the guardian of auth&oniropean values, may
be interpreted today as a polemical response to etpeally mythic
representation of the West as the embodiment dicgysculture and
prosperity, in which the Balkans and Serbia takett@ninglorious role of
representing backwardness, primitivism and banparit

Whether we agree or not on the actual legitimacyhef controversial
independence, the reality of what has happenedd-has beerde facto
legitimized both by international organizations &hd precarious situation
that had to be solved in some way — the loss ofoko9resents itself as
Serbia’s own Thermopylae. Just as the originalldattas lost to the
Ottomans, today’s reality faces Serbia to its oesponsibilities too. After
a war too many, in today’s European society, themneo place for ulterior
“black holes”, especially not in the Balkan temjto whose strategic
importance is significant. The EU policy appear®eonot really solving the
problem, but to solve the real question: how toSgbia to “cooperate” and

* http://www1.umn.edu/humanrts/osce/basics/finattrs..
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what can be given almost as a “reward”. Becausésoposition, natural
resources and of course also because of its waiglihe local matters
between ex-Yugoslavian states, Serbia’s stabistyital to the European
Union (Valmorbida, 2010). By allowing and gettirggterms with Kosovo’s
secession, Serbia could gain a lot of credit, witichld be used as leverage
and give long-term effect for its population. It ww show good will and
availability to enhance the region’s stability, atiis would ease Serbia’s
path to joining EU, which is really the ultimate ajofor all of the ex-
-Yugoslavian states, and that until now has prdedre quite difficult.

VAR el D

'KOSOVO
i

Photo 2. “Kosovo is the heart of Serbia”, a popakEmpaign aiming to show Kosovo’s
importance in popular belief. The scarf wrappediatbthe hands is vivid red, with
Kosovar symbols in black all over: the red symbediboth the heart-vital color
and the Kosovo traditional colors. Image freelyptiiged on the internet

This political path appeared to be impossible irb&és climate. In fact,
after the UN General Assembly and the SeptemBereSolution regarding
Kosovo, has definitely put an end to Serbia’s apteno work on both
Kosovo and joining the EU (Tadi 2010). After EU lifted Serbia’s visa
restrictions, which has vastly improved the spiritshe nation and has given
true and visible hope, especially amongst the yeumggnerations, and also
after Serbia applied for EU membership on™2Pecember 2009, the
country’s government has tried to campaign for rtteevn resolution and
defence on the Kosovo matter. The positive eveat® ftome to a halt after
the ICU ruling, when it became evident that Kosewas non-negotiable in
the eyes of the international community. Despite libcal politicians still
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trying to play the “nation’s pride” card, thereasvisible shift in the Kosovo
myth situation: while it still lives in older geratrons, attached to their
values (which is typical of uncertain or transititimes), and also in school
and intellectual literature, the “new” young Serbl®e not show such
attachment to Kosovo. In fact, with the exceptidnthee ultra-right wing,
what matters to them is having a better everydaltyehaving opportunities
and not having to feel emarginated despite livimghie European continent.
As in many myths before, Kosovo lives but showsisigf slowly shifting
into a regret-type memory, immensely helped bypiespective of better life
conditions. Whether the political élite is capablegrasping the opportunity
and thinking long-term, that is entirely anotherttaa It certainly will not be
an easy path, considering the heavy economic ctissSerbia is going
through: without foreign investments (which do nome easily considering
the extreme lack of stability and the image Sehaia among investors), the
crisis could give grounds to the obvious refugel drat is Serbia retiring to
its safety shell — nationalism rhetoric, and obsiguthe revival of the
Kosovo myths (Pantelj 2011).

4. CONCLUSION

Myths make nations, and nations make mgfesica, 2002, p. 5).

The Balkan area has had a troubled history, witinenous conflicts, and
has always been characterized by a multi-ethniculadipn. While the
historical events and their consequences might bhaen the same for the
ethnic groups who witnessed them, their perceptas certainly been quite
different. The makings of myths are almost alwaiggered by tragic events,
with meaningful consequences that involve nationd mevitably change
their destiny through centuries. In Kosovo's cabe, autonomous region
with a very stormy past, that has witnessed bloedsland endured different
governments, now there is the perspective of indggece. Such conquest —
as it is truly perceived by the local Kosovar p@pan — does not come
without a price. In fact, its recent history hasdguced turbulent conflicts
which went on for years, more or less openly, aagiehfinally lead to
a controversial auto-proclaimed secession. Thagtwish for “revenge over
history” of Kosovo’s Albanians (Dérens and GesB007) has now granted
them a new start, which will modify irreversiblyetitultural heritage of the
area. Kosovo has been known as a unique mixtunestufry, culture, various
populations that have inhabited those lands, yet dhvious urgency to
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resolve the conflicts puts the politics ahead @f plossibility of a regional

implementation through the rediscovery of its adtuThe fact that the
Serbian component of the local population has alndesappeared today
changes the cultural outlook, and gives groundhéohirth of new myths by
disappearance of the old ones. The EU is firm smdsition that Kosovo
shall not have the possibility to be annexed totlamo state (meaning
Albania), but neither it will go back to being amt@homous Serbian region.
Considering how strongly Serbia feels about thel lahits heroes, and the
complicate matter of its Orthodox temples that hheen in Kosovo for

centuries, it is hard to imagine just how historyl wreate new cultural

heritage.

Serbia’s task appears to be very difficult: myths aot easy to modify,
and the Balkan area has a history of defendingpmagerving passionately
each of its own. Despite this premise, there agassthat painfully, slowly,
the nation perceives and accepts the loss, angliig tto think beyond, or
more appropriately, is trying to think about eveaydife and its possible
improvement, due also to the fact that the curr8etbian profound
economic crises brings to a disillusionment of thepulation towards
legendary but useless myths. Serbia is now faciregyaf the most delicate
phases of its existence, being on the thresholttieflized” Europe, yet
having to renounce its past in order to creatduitisre. The main problem
will be finding new cultural heritage points to tecon, after the territorial
adjustment, and that is something that has to doone within Serbia itself.
The Kosovo region carries one of the richest bab ane of the heaviest
burdens of history in the world, whose componengsdefined by exclusion:
one side’s symbols are not the other one’s. Yef prospective of a multi-
national, borderless Europe, there will have toabeadjustment: myths,
rituals, symbols that defined one part by autoradlicexcluding and
alienating the other one will have to be “softeneol introducing a new
policy of respect, and by changing the mentaligt $ees treason in respect,
and calls for resistance to the ‘others’ even dtt tthrives the nation into ruin.
Only a country deprived of strong nationalist mythat border on obsession
can allow itself to find new grounds for a qualityture for its citizens,
without damaging boundaries; a sort of de-ethnimnaof history myths, all
the while creating new ones, add factocreating a healthier history through
a healthier present.
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