IZANGINIS ZODIS

Puse amZiaus vieSpatavusi marksistiné-lenininé ideologija suzlugo.
Turbit reikty pasakyti, kad niekais nu€jo ir tokia pati metodologija. Ta-
Ciau gali kilti visiSkai pagrista abejoné, ar sovietinis marksizmo variantas
apskritai vadintinas metodologija. Juk visi socialiniai ir humanitariniai
mokslai buvo paversti ideologiniy schemy iliustratoriais ir duomeny rin-
kéjais. Stai kodél bent jau Lietuvoje (kurioje ideologinis spaudimas buvo
didesnis, nes tai, kg leido sau Maskvos mokslininkai, negaléjo sau to leisti
masiskiai) nebuvo ne tik galimybés, bet net ir poreikio svarstyti tyrimy
strategija, teorinius modelius, periodizacijas, sagvokas. Apie Lictuvos istori-
jos procesy tipologija nebuvo galima ir svajoti, nes bet kokios istoriniy
regiony paieSkos atsimuSdavo | primityviausig ideologema — ex oriente lux.
Maza to, reikia pripaZinti, kad net pats paprasciausias tyrimas galéjo
bati apkaltintas nacionalizmu arba ,feodalinés praeities idealizavimu“.

Taigi dél stambiausiy istorijos mokslo ir istorinio mastymo spragy
nereikty Kaltinti konkreciy istoriky. Taciau Siandien jau nebeijtikina i§
sovietmecio ateinantis ,,saZiningasis“ (t.y. nuo marksistinés-lenininés ide-
ologijos j labai siauras temas nukrypgs) tyrimy ir mastymo biidas. Reikty
kalbéti apie teorinj vakuuma arba bet kokio teoretizavimo ignoravima.
Istorikams pakanka medZiagos grupavimo ir apibendrinimo, taigi tik in-
dukcijos. Apskritai galima kalbéti apie istoriky pasyvy, ,,objektyvyji“ san-
tyki su medziaga ir tyrimo objektu, o tai savo ruoZtu yra susij¢ su apy-
braiziSkumu ir empiriSkumu. Visa tai dristume pavadinti primityviuoju
istorizmu.

Net jeigu Siandien nesvarstytume nuosekliy teoriniy modeliy, primi-
tyvusis istorizmas negali patenkinti istoriky, pedagogy, kurie siekia refor-
muoti istorijos studijy sistema. Bet koks smulkiatemiskumas negali padé-
ti fundamentaliyjy kursy déstymui — tam butini laiko ir erdvés modeliai,
teoriniy klausimy ignoravimas negali prisidéti prie tyrimy ir studijy stra- .
tegijos formavimo, smulkiatemiSkumas ir probleminio mastymo vengimas
neleidzia dinamiskai kelti ir spresti mokslo problemy, traukti j §j procesa
studenty, magistranty ir doktoranty. Bet kuriuo atveju istorikas, pedago-
gas negali tirti tik vieng smulkia tema, nes jis kiekvienais metais yra
priverstas formuluoti uzduotis (ir ne vieng!) studentams etc. Paprasciau-
sias biidas siekiant intensyvinti problemy kélimo procesa yra istoriogra-
fijos raidos tyrimai. Tadiau ir jy pas mus néra — tai, kas daZnai vadinama
istoriografijos apzZvalgom, yra tik pavieniy veikaly anotacijos. O Vakary
mokslas jau yra pasiekgs tokias aukStumas, kad i§ jy Zvelgiant | miisy
istoriografijos biikle, ji atrodo tebesanti XIX amziaus lygmens.



Anot Siandieniniy sampraty, istorijos mokslas susideda i§ tyrimy,
teorijos ir didaktikos (su istorinés samonés tyrimais). Drasiai galime teigti,
kad Lietuvoje egzistuoja tik istorijos tyrimai. Taciau, nesant teoriniy svars-
tymy, neaiSkus $iy tyrimy problemy formulavimo korekti$kumas ir tyri-
my rezultaty santykis su sintezémis. Nesant istorinés samonés tyrimy,
neaiSkus darosi ir atskiry moksliniy tyrimy aktualumas.

Nepretenduojame j nuosekly ir kryptinga teorinj atsinaujinima. Grei-
Ciau tai siekis apsizvalgyti, kokiom bendresném idéjom gyvena Vilniaus
universiteto istorikai, tarp kuriy ir subrendo konferencijos idéja. Be to,
universitetas siekia graZinti j savo studijy ir tyrimy sistema tradicinius
mokslus (dailés, architektiiros, muzikos, baznycios istorijas) bei atnaujinti
jau egzistavusius Sioje sistemoje giminingus archeologijos ir etnologijos
mokslus. Antra vertus, universitetas teikia iki Siol menkai iSnaudotas ga-
limybes keistis idéjomis su ,kaimyniniais“ mokslais — kalbotyra, literatii-
rologija, psichologija. O ka jau bekalbéti apie filosofijg, bene daugiausiai
teikianCia galimybiy istorijos teoriniam atsinaujinimui.

I$ konkrecios milsy istoriografijos situacijos gimé konferencijos pro-
blemos:

- metodologiniy ir istoriosofiniy problemy svarstymo bandymai, ypa¢
pristatant ir aktualizuojant autorius klasikus: M. Weberj, A. Toynbee’j,
F Koneczny’s;

- laiko (periodizacija) ir erdvés (istoriniai regionai) modeliai, ypa¢
Lietuvos regioninés priklausomybés problema;

- Lietuvos istorijos epochy kvintesencijos ir procesy bei struktiry
jzvalgy bandymai;

— istoriografijos raida ir konkreciy problemy istoriografija;

— gretutiniy moksly objekty ir tyrimy rezultaty vieta Lietuvos isto-
rijos sintezese.

Aisku, tai nepaprastai platus problemy laukas, taciau konferencijos
tikslas buvo ne tiek pretenzingai suformuluoti skambius problemy pava-
dinimus, kiek i§ tikro paskatinti istorikus jtempti savo galias ir pabandyti
pirma sykj musy istoriografijoje iSkelti bendresnes problemas i§ tyrinéto-
ju ,,pasamonés” | mokslinj diskursa. O dar konkreciau — apsizvalgyti misy
intelektualinése pajégose ir jas sutelkti tyrimy strategijai formuoti.

Be abejo, tai pirmi Zingsniai. Triiksta teorinio svarstymo patirties ir
net elementarios naujausios literatiiros. Todél pirmiausia atsigr¢Zta | ma-
sy istoriografijos patirtj, ypac j §io amziaus ketvirto deSimtmecio ,.euro-
ping generacija“, kurios neabejotinas lyderis buvo Zenonas Ivinskis. Ga-
lima sakyti, kad vos ne visos minétos problemos tam tikru mastu atsi-
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spindéjo jo kiiryboje. Bet kuriuo atveju Zenono Ivinskio siekis Lietuvos
istorijg tirti Europos kontekstuose buvo ir iki Siol lieka novatoriSkas, nes
tebevyrauja (arba, kitaip tarus,Siandien atgimsta) ,tautiné“, arba etno-
centriné, istoriografija. Cia néra vietos iSsamiau déstyti Zenono Ivinskio
kirybos svarbg ir prasme¢ dabar€iai (Tam skirtas vieno i§ Sio jvado au-
toriy pranesimas ,Zenono Ivinskio teorinés novacijos“). Dabar pasakyki-
me tik tiek - tebunie $i konferencija kartu ir kuklus pagarbos Zenklas
didZiausiam miusy istorikui.
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PREFACE

The Marxist-Leninist ideology that ruled over half a century failed.
One can say, however, that such a methodology also failed, although it
is doubtful whether the Soviet Marxism can be called methodology. All
the social sciences and humanities were used to illustrate ideological
schems and data selecting. That is why, at least in Lithuania, (where
ideological pressure was bigger and what was allowed to Moscow’s
scientists was not allowed to Lithuania’s) there was neither possibility
nor need to consider researchers’ strategies, theoretical models,
periodization, and concepts. We could not even dream of the typology
of Lithuania history’s processes because any search of historical regions
struck against primitive ideology — ex oriente lux. Moreover, one should
accept that even the most simple research could be accused of nationalism
and, the ,idealisation of feudal past.”

So, concrete historians should not be charged with the big gaps in
historical science and historical thought, thought today an ,honest* way
of investigations and thinking (i. e. deviating from the Marxist-Leninist
ideology to very narrow subjects), coming from Soviet times, is not
convincing any more. One should talk about theoretical vacuum or
theoretization neglect. Systematization and generalization of material —
i. e. induction, is sufficient for historians. Generally, one could speak
about historians’ passive ,objective attitude towards materaal and
investigation’ object that is related with empiricism and esseism. All this
can be called primitive historism. But primitive historism is not enough
for the historians-teachers who try to reform the system of historical
studies.

The simplest way to foward problem solving is to investigate the
development of historiography. Though we lack them too, what is
usually called historiography’s review is only an annotation of separate
issues. With respect to the advancement of Western science. our
historiography seems to remain in the stage of the nineteenth century.

" According to up-to-day conceptions, historical science consists of
investigations, theory, and didactics (together with the research of
historical consciousness). We may conclude that only investigations exist
in Lithuania. Without any theoretical considerations it is impossible to
formulate research problems correctly and clearly relate the researcher’s
results with synthesis. The absence of investigations in historical
consciousness make it difficult to distinguish the urgency of separate
research works.
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We do not intend to follow consequent and purposeful theoretical
renovation. There is rather, an attempt to make a general review of the
research life of Vilnius University historians who cherished the idea of
the conference. Furtermore, the University seeks to bring back
traditional sciences (the history of art, architecture, music, and the church)
into the system of studies, and research and renew the earlier existed
closely related sciences of archaeology and ethnology. On the other hand,
the university is provided with the possibility — that has not been used
enough — to exchange ideas with ,neighbouring“ sciences, for example
the science of language, the sciences of literature and psychology, not to
mention philosophy, which gives an ample scope of possibilities for the
theoretical renovation of history.

The main items discussed in the conference were: an attempt to
study methodological and historiosophical problems in particular by
presenting and emphasizing the classical authors M. Weber, A. J. Toybee,
and F Konechny; models of time (division into periods) and space
(historical regions), mainly the problems of Lithuania’s regional
dependence; the essences of epochs; processes’ and structures’ foresights;
the evolution of historiography and historiography of concrete problems;
objects and investigation results of closely related siences and their role
in the synthesis of Lithuania history.

It is obviously a very wide field. The main idea of the conference
was not only to formulate resounding problems but also, to encourage
historians and, for the first time, to invoke common questions from the
»subconscious of researchers and bring them into scientific discourse.
To be even more precise, to take a closer look at our intellectual
copabilities and concentrate them on developing research strategy.

It is only the begining. We still lack experience in theoretical
thought and up-to-date literature. That is why we turned back to our
historiographical background and especially to the ,European generation
of the 40’s, the leader of which undoubtedly was Zenonas Ivinskis.
Almost all the problems mentioned above were more or less reflected in
his works. Zenonas Ivinskis attempt to investigate Lithuanian history
within the general European context was, and still is, innovative,
considering the existing national and ethnocentric historiography.
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