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Dear Friends! 
I feel a little bit uneasy talking about the ”Kaliningrad Identity”. 

The identity of Kaliningrad, or of the people of the Kaliningrad region, could be the topic of seminar discussions just after the II World War (The Great Fatherland’s War). It was the time when the former population of this region, Germans, or East Prussians, had just left, or was leaving the territory. The City of Königsberg, and many other cities of the region, was in ruins. It was populated by the newcomers, the new settlers: Russian solders or forced labor, commanded workers, from all over Soviet Union, without any roots here, without feeling of being at home. This was two – three generations ago. But these times are gone. 
The topic of the Kaliningrad identity could be discussed again after the fall of the Soviet Union, when Kaliningrad Region became a detached part of the Russian Federation, separated by independent states from the rest of Russia. The situation has changed only slightly after the May 2004, when neighboring states, Lithuania and Poland, become members of the European Union. The questions of border traffic, transit or customs were important questions, but they did not affect on the identity of the Kaliningrad region. 
The question of the name of the city, and the name of the region, Kaliningrad, after the forgotten Stalinist figure, Mikhail Kalinin, was of course an important question - and fiercely discussed question – without any conclusion. The new suitable name has not been found. The old name of Kaliningrad is still in force.  

But today, more then sixty years after the war, two – three generations after the first Russian settlers had come here, and 16 years after the fall of Soviet Union, the question of the identity of the region should be closed. Or to put it more precisely, it can be discussed in the same way as we can discuss the identity of people of St Petersburg, as different from the identity of Muscovites, or people of Vladivostok, as different of those in Voronezh region. 

Russians, born and grown up here in Kaliningrad, have no other identity then Russian identity. You speak Russian, you are heirs of the Russian culture, and you are orthodox believers (if you are religious). You are, of course, local patriots. Who is not local patriot? All of us want to be proud of our city, see it becoming nicer and more comfortable, our surroundings blossom, our region develop.
To discuss the question of the Kaliningrad identity can be considered as putting this identity in question. I have a feeling, that the Kaliningrad identity is discussed more often by us foreigners, then by Kaliningraders themselves. Obviously, it seems to be a problem for us, for outsiders, but not so much a problem for Kaliningraders themselves.  

It is, of course, not the intention of any of the foreign guests here to put Kaliningrad’s Russian identity in question. Certainly, it is not my intention. 

The local patriotism of Kaliningraders contains some elements which are not present in other parts of Russia: its geographical location, the Baltic Sea shore and, obviously, the German heritage of the region, steaming from this soil, visible in its architecture, and present in the cultural memory – as the patron of this university, Immanuel Kant. 
The fact that this university was given this name is for me a sign of strength of the Russian confidence. “This is the Russian city, the Russian region, and we can easily accommodate some originally non-Russian elements of the cultural heritage of this soil.” “Yes, these elements are different from those in Moscow or in Voronezh, but they do not change the Russian character of our region”. 
Having said this, let me say a few words about more theoretical questions: social institutions, economic institutions, juridical and also political systems – as an element of identity, as a constituting part of any identity. 
Russia has its own set of institutions. I leave aside the question how they are described: as European or specific Russian, as democratic or of any special blend of democracy (for instance “guided democracy” or “managed democracy”), as free market or as oligarchy, monopoly, state managed, or any mixture. As a “rule of low”, or as a “dictatorship of low”. The important thing is that these institutions are unique for Russia and there is a unique mix of them in this region. It is less important how they are labeled. 
These institutions are also an element of identity. Can they differ in Kaliningrad, as compared to other parts of Russia? Can these Kaliningrad institutions contribute to any distinctive “Kaliningrad identity”?  
Of course, they can. Let’s take the economy. The direction of its development follows, in general, the direction of the whole Russian economy. But here are differences. The low on the SEZ is an obvious example. 
And, the economy of the region has to serve an important purpose, which is not so accentuated in other regions: the economy of Kaliningrad has to promote strengthening of territorial integrity of the country. The first purpose of the economy in each region, including Kaliningrad, is to be basis of the well-being of its inhabitants. The direction of the development of the Kaliningrad economy can not contribute to a disintegration of the country. The differences between the economy of Kaliningrad region and the rest of Russia can not be too big, as making it necessary to raise barriers (for example custom barriers) between Kaliningrad and the rest of Russia. Kaliningrad can not be a hole for money outflows out of the country. Kaliningrad can not be an exception disturbing federal policies, as for instance federal budget discipline.  
This sets limits to the efforts of local patriots. They are working hard to develop the economy of the region, but they are aware that they can act only in the certain framework. Not everything what is good for Kaliningrad, is necessarily good for the whole Russian economy. 
Since long time I have advocated the development of Kaliningrad region to a kind of a bridge between Russia and the European Union. I have been talking about “a pilot region concept”.  The accommodation of the Kaliningrad economy to the European institutions, norms and rules of the EU-neighbors could benefit Kaliningrad, and could be an experiment for whole Russia, I believed. 

I still strongly believe that Kaliningrad possesses several prerequisites (geographical, first of all, but not only geographical) to play such a role – as a bridge between Russia and the EU. But the development of the Kaliningrad region in this direction does not depend on Kaliningraders themselves. Such development is subject to decisions taken in Moscow, by the Federal Centre. It depends on the overall political assessments, which are made there, in Moscow. 

Kaliningrad can develop in to the bridge between Russia and the EU, to “the pilot region”, only if there is a political demand for such bridge. 

Right now the relationship between Russia and the EU is full of question marks. I do not want to analyze here now what the reasons are. They are many reasons, both on the side of Russia and on the side of the EU. The situation today is characterized by mutual distrust, many misunderstandings, much of criticism and lack of real will, of the political will, to go forward – on both sides. There is a limited demand for bridges. 
But the Kaliningrad region has already developed many ties with its EU-neighbors. The question of border crossings and transit has been resolved (at least, provisionally, for the time being), the trade with the neighbors is developing: Kaliningrad is more and more the integrated part of the cooperation in the Baltic Sea Region. The progress on these areas is continuing, regardless of the colder political climate on the top. 
Contacts between Kaliningraders and other people in the Baltic Sea Region are more and more natural, more and more ordinary. Everyday contacts among researchers, cultural workers, specialized services (health care, customs, police and rescue services on the sea) are more and more common. 
I consider today’s seminar as such everyday working meeting between friends, as the continuation of our contacts, our work, and our friendship, commenced many years ago. 
I listen to all presentations, especially from our Russian friends, with great attention. I am eager to learn more about their thoughts and ideas on the Kaliningrad identity. From my side, I have not much to add. I have not enough knowledge of other Russian regions to could make comparisons between them and Kaliningrad, in order to find distinctions between Kaliningrad, and, let’s say, Voronezh or Vladivostok. 
Thank you!

