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East Prussia and the end of the German Empire: Security Issue, Migrations and Control Over the Populations

Christine de Gemeaux, Tours, France

My purpose is to reflect about the issues of security and people’s migrations in German imperial context. To reach historical and analytical understanding, this paper is based on the example of former East Prussia, today the Kaliningrad oblast and the north-east part of Poland, and presents the outlines of the situation as regards the German and of the Russian Empires. As a starting-point I’ll put forward that the Soviet Union and the Federation of Russia can both be looked upon as empires. In the once so mighty Prussian area they both are heirs to the German empire.  I’ll introduce the discussion by examining the geneaology of East Prussia in order to define more precisely the concept of empire. This genealogy will cover the problem of the « Holy Empire of the German nation » and will prompt comparaisons with the Roman Empire, because the reference to Rome is the historical foundation of all research about empires (Duverger, 1980).  Coming from a long European tradition, (Hardt/Negri, 2000), the empires show permanent characteristics. That is why I will refer to the strategy of the Roman Empire (Luttwak) to highlight the major concerns of the German and the Russian empires : the geopolitical security issue, and the control over the populations 

After the end of the German Empire and the end of the Second World War 12 million Germans were displaced from the central and eastern parts of Europe to the west, it was the largest movement of European people in the aftermath of the war. Among them the Sudeten Germans and about 2 million Germans who fled from East Prussia, the most eastward located territory of the Reich, and also the most symbolical spot of it, looked upon as representing the German nation. Bordered on the South by Poland and on the East by Lithuania, former East Prussia stretched to Memel and the Baltic Sea and had Königsberg as its capital. At the 1945 Postdam Conference the end of the Prussian State and the partition of the territory of East Prussia were decided. In 1947 it was divided into two parts: for one-third the Russian part in the north with Königsberg/Kaliningrad, and for the last two-thirds the Polish part in the south with the lake-region of Masuria. The partition meant forced migrations for the German people. These facts are generally unknown and unrecorded in migration studies - perhaps because they are taboo in the international research (De Zayas) - the German population flows were followed in the region of Königsberg by the settlement of people coming from the Soviet Union. What are the similarities in the politics concerning East Prussia between the German time and the Russian Time? It is difficult not to see a connection between the different imperial politics in this particular region. The analysis should help make this more precise.

Although I’ll take the history and situation of Masuria into account, my main interest will focus on the Königsberg/Kaliningrad area which I visited twice, 2007 and 2009, with German, French, Polish and Russian historians. Today the Kalinigrad oblast (foundation: April 7 1946) is a corner of the European continent belonging to the Federation of Russia and located within the EU without common boundaries withto Russia. Kalinigrad’s situation is unique. It is a Russian exclave surrounded by two countries now members of the EU (Lithuania and Poland). Kaliningrad is Russia’s westernmost territory, 1300km away from Moscow and 800km from the next Russian Borders. Vilnius in Litauen (350km) and Warsaw (400km) in  Poland are much nearer to Kaliningrad than to Moscow. It is  a sort of island far away from the motherland, the existence of which is unknown to most people. 

I’ll first talk about the Imperial genealogy of East Prussia and present it historically and politically: How did it developp since the Middle Ages? What does its specific border situation in the context of the Holy Empire mean? What was, and now is, its special status? Then I’ll discuss the important issue of the extermination or assimilation of local minorities, of the settlement and migrations of the German inhabitants from the Middle Ages, to 1947 and after 1990. Are migration and forced migration a major characteristic of imperial politics ? What about the new settlements ? Finally the security issue will be examined not only in the context of the east-west conflict but also in connection with the question of the independence and autonomy of the populations. The conclusion will show how radical imperial politics has to be, and it will  explain why neutrality isimpossible (Münkler). Is therefore the control of the populations the major issue? In the case of East Prussia the particular exclave syndrome seems to be emblematic both for imperial might and imperial weakness mainly resulting from the issue of ethnical groups and migration of the populations. In the context of globalization many problems remain unsolved on the European continent, and specially in the Kaliningrad oblast. The last question will therefore be : which future for such an emblematic territory ?

I. Imperial genealogy

The region between Poland and the Baltic Sea appeared for the first time in European history in the Middle Ages in the imperial context of the German expansion as the outcome of the developpment of the “Holy Roman Empire of the German Nation” and of its settlement policy in the central and eastern parts of Europe, in the so called “Germania Slavica” (Neugebauer, 2007) . The Holy Empire was a large superstructure in Central Europe overwhelming a huge ensemble of more than 300 dukedoms, principalities and free imperial cities which were mostly independant and became progressively territorial States. The Empire comprised composite states and multi-ethnic populations. It claimed to be the representative of the former Roman Empire through the translatio imperii, securing peace everywhere. This confered the Holy Empire auctoritas, i.e. moral authority, on the European continent (de Gemeaux, 2010). 

Like at the Roman time, peace and religion were the reasons put forward for the expansion and colonization. The area of land situated between the Vistula river and the Neman was first taken over for the Germans by crusading Teutonic Knights in the 13th century. The knights left Palestine and their basis in Saint Jean d’Acre (?) toward the end of the Crusades, before the final fall of the country to Islam (1291). Under the leadership of the Grand Master Hermann von Salza (1210–1239), the Teutonic knights began transferring their main center of activity to eastern Europe where they were entrusted with new missions. They had to provide safety and protect Christian populations from pagan barbarians and christianize them. 

The Holy Empire considered itself since the crowning of Charles the Great (Charlemagne?) in 800 as the representative of the Roman Empire and of the Roman catholic church. That is why the « Roman-German tradition » subtended all the Middle Ages (Hardt/Negri, 34). The policy of the German Reich was not imperialism in the sense of the 19th century as “extension de la souveraineté des États-nations européens au-delà de leurs frontières propres” (Hardt/Negri, 16), because the Reich was not a state stricto sensu: it did not have the prerogatives of a state and it did not have fixed borders; “le concept d’empire est caractérisé fondamentalement par une absence de frontières : le gouvernement de l’empire n’a pas de limites” (Hardt/Negri, 19).

The order’s first European enterprise started in Hungary in 1211, to protect the Transylvanian borderland by colonizing and by converting the barbarians to Christianity. Then a Polish duke, Conrad of Mazovia, with lands along the Vistula River, needed help against the pagan Prussians. The Teutonic Knights had to fight in this region at the border of the Baltic sea. Hermann von Salza the provincial leader of the Order already knew the Hohenstaufen emperor Frederick II, whom he had served in Palestine. So, in 1226, he obtained from him the Golden Bull of Rimini as a legal basis for the settlement. By this charter, the Emperor confirmed to the order not only the lands to be granted by Conrad of Mazovia but also those that the knights were to conquer from the Prussians. The territory  had a specific status: it was located on the borders of the Empire, outside the districtus imperii, and didn’t belong to it. Notwithstanding the order was  bound to the Holy Empire, and had to serve the purpose of German imperial strategy and secure the Reich. The situation can be compared with the system of Imperial Rome at Julius-Claudius  time when: « Les colonies étaient un […] moyen de contrôle stratégique. […] des centres de contrôle direct de Rome dans un empire encore en partie hégémonique » (Luttwak, 2009 : 45).
 The order  firmly established its control over Prussia.  The Treaty of Christburg (1249) with the old Prussians confirmed its victory. The most important settlement around Königsberg took place in 1255. The city had soon around 9000 inhabitants. Although the order granted a large degree of autonomy to the newly developping towns (about 4000 villages or small towns were founded by the knights), it easily became the dominant power in Prussia. It worked to develop the region by importing German peasants to settle in depopulated areas, by bestowing substantial estates on German and Polish nobles who became vassals of the order. The colonists drained the marshes, produced corn and exported it through the harbor of Gdansk; they monopolized the lucrative Prussian grain trade. The land was especially turned toward the sea and made its exchanges with the Hansa cities, far away from the German emperor. The knights were part of the Hanseatic League which they protected actively. Their territory became a center of trade linking western Europe to Russia.

The order’s grand master established his residence at Marienburg, the biggest Teutonic Citadel, and the new strong feudal state governed not only Prussia but also the eastern Baltic lands of Courland, Livonia, and, after 1346, Estonia;  the knights also ruled Eastern Pomerania, including the city of Danzig/Gdańsk and lands in central and southern Germany. They tried to conquer Lithuania. and expanded their territories through purchase, conquest and persuasive might. As the “clients States” of the Roman Empire, they kept control over the neighbours of the Reich who were “maintenus en sujétion par l’idée qu’ils se [faisaient] de la puissance de Rome” (Luttwak, 296). 

The order’s expansion and increasing power aroused the hostility of both Poland, whose access to the Baltic Sea had been cut off, and Lithuania, whose territory the knights continued to threaten despite Lithuania’s conversion to Christianity in 1387. When a rebellion broke out against the order (1408), Poland and Lithuania joined forces and defeated the order at the famous battle of Grunwald (1410). The order’s military might was broken. Its authority and financial position also rapidly declined. The Grand Master became a vassal of the Polish king. From the second treaty of Thorn (1466) to the treaty of Wehlau (1657). A lot of Polish people settled down in the order’s territory. Furthermore, the formerly exclusively German order was obliged to accept Polish members. 
With the secularization of the Order in 1525, the territory became the Protestant Ducal Prussia, and the lake-region known as Masuria constituted its southern part. With the Personal Union between Brandenburg and Prussia in 1618, and later in 1701 with the crowning of the King in Prussia in Königsberg, it became the easternmost territory of the mighty Prussian State, the nucleus of future Germany which finally achieved the German political unity in 1871. The consequence of the Reich-territorialization was the gradual development of its military forces, similar to what happened within the Roman Empire after the crisis of the 3rd century when “des forces armées [were] maintenant déployées partout pour assurer la tranquilité et par conséquent la prospérité des territoires proches des frontières et  a fortiori de ceux de l’intérieur” (Luttwak, 297). 

The symbolical weight of Prussia was highly important to the whole German population. That is the reason why Hitler declared Königsberg to be the citadel of the nation and would not give it up till the very end of the Second World War. It was therefore looked upon as the heartplace of the German Empire. 

The existence of East Prussia ended de facto with the victory of the allied forces on the German Empire and the huge flows of German population leaving the territory; its official existence ended on the 25th februry 1947. East Prussia was divided by the transfer of the Königsberg area to Russia. The Prussian Germans were expelled and replaced in the northen Königsberg area by 28 ethnic minorities coming from the Soviet Union. The rest, south East-Prussia, with the cities of Allenstein/Olsztyn, Marienburg/Malbork and Elbing/Elbag, was incorporated to North-East Poland, to the region of Masuria.  The idea was to punish the Germans for the nazi agression and to solve ethnical problems by redistributing the populations. They had now to build an homogeneous ethnical ensemble as well in the new Russian oblast as also in Poland (policy of repolonization). Was this policy successfull?

II. Migrations, new populations and new ethnical and political landscape

Empires and their numerous populations have to cope with ethnical questions. In East Prussia the original inhabitants had different Baltic origins. Among them were the Kachubian, the Lithuanians, the Masurians and first of all the “old Prussians” (in German Alt-Pruzzen/ Alt-Prußen) who threatened the Poles. From the 13th century on, the German frontiersmen arrived and things changed. The invaders overran the divided local populations. In 1233, using an army of volunteer laymen recruited mainly from central Germany, the Teutonic Knights began the conquest of Prussia. During the next 50 years, having advanced from the lower Vistula River to the lower Neman (Niemen, Nemunas) River they probably exterminated most of the native Prussian population, especially during the major rebellion of 1261–1283. Some historians discuss this point (Neugebauer, 2006), and the suggest that the order would have succeeded in integrating the populations peacefully. In fact, the assimilation and acculturation process was very slow and that from the beginning the population of East Prussia was utterly mixed. In the middle of the 19th Century the Masurians and the Masovians in the South, the Lithuanians in the North, represented the greater part of the inhabitants of East Prussia (Martin,  1999) but they lived mostly on the countryside, whereas the German colonists lived in the cities and represented the upper classes. The non-German population, among which the acculturated old Prussians and the Lithuanians, was socially disadvantaged. The segregation of the originally non-imperial inhabitants didn’t come to an end with the creation of the united German Empire in 1871.

After the defeat in World War One East Prussia was separated from the West by the corridor of Danzig with consequences for the populations. Hitler’s aim was to reunify East Pussia with the rest of his “Third Reich”. The 1945 defeat of the Germans had the most terrible effects on the Prussian population. At the beginning of World War II, 2.473.000 people lived within the East Prussian borders, at the end only 140.000. During the war around 500 000 persons were evacuated to the country or to the western parts of the Reich. After the terrible bombings by the British and American forces in August 1944 (4000 civilians were killed), and after the great Russian offensive in January 1945, a great part of the population began a flight for life. The territory was again cut off from the rest of the Empire, this time from the “Third Reich”. To a certain extent the exactions of the Red Army troops prepared the minds for  the transfer of the German people and for the ethnical cleansing. In this context 750.000 were shipped by the German Navy to the West, 500.000 were transferred by the Russians to Poland, 200.000 were deported to the Soviet Union, and 640 000 died. 

In the city of Königsberg, around 63.000 survived in 1945 in the ruins, a quarter of the remaining population  starved or died because of typhus (22.000) or because of bad treatments (rapes, long forced marshes of the German population around Königsberg). In 1950-1951 the last survivors were displaced to the German Democratic Republic. A lot of them didn’t want to stay and took flight to West Germany. 

Almost none of the pre-war population remained in the rest of East Prussia. In the nearly “empty” Königsberg, displaced Russian persons slowly began to settle down around 1947-1948. “inside colonialism” is in Russia tradition : between 1887 and 1913, 5,4 million Russian people were displaced to Siberia. In July 1946 was created the Russian Departement for settlement and 40.000 persons were sent to the 295 new Kolkhozes around Kaliningrad. In 1947 290.000 persons already lived in the oblast, in 1956 611.000, in 1990 900.000 (today not the half of the population in 1944: 950.000 inhabitants,50% of them, 420.000, in the capital). Ethnical multinationalty was deemed by the Soviet government to be efficient garantee for eliminating particular local claims, for example from Lithuanians, who would be prone to demand priority on this region. The new largely russianized population was composed by: 78% Russians, 9% Belarus, 6% Ukraine, 3,5% Lithuanians, 3,7% persons of different origins (Volga/Russian Germans: 12.000, Jews, Poles and others like Tatars, Armenians, Azeris etc.). Most of the Russians had suffered from the war, they were demilitarized soldiers, or some technicians and civil servants who were changed to the oblast. They were led to believe they would enjoy a better standard of living in the Baltic territory, but the desillusionment was immediate. Today’s population is culturally totally isolated in a Baltic and a Polish context. The people live in a sort of demographic desert in Europe with about only 57 inhabitants/Km². 

In the south of East Prussia, the 100.000 Prussian Masurians were to be reintegrated to Poland and they were subject to  “nationality verification”, which they refused, not willing to be regarded as Poles. But they remained loyal to the government. the Polish integration policy failed (Martin, 1999), because of the permanent hostility of the catholic Poles toward the Masurians who still considered themselves as Germans. The non-verified Masurians were largely expelled or moved spontaneously to the Ruhrgebiet in West Germany, where they had been traditionally migrating since the 19th century for economical reasons and represent there a particular minority. Nowadays only 5000 Masurians live in their homeland. Like Königsberg, Masuria was resettled, mostly with Poles from Central Poland and with Ukrainians. It now belongs to the poorest European regions.

By do imperial forces implement to get control over new populations and new territories? 

· By imposing a new religion or a new ideology. In the 13th Century, the Knights christianised the Pagans by force. In the 16th century, 1525, the secularization of the territory imposed the Reformation and  the evangelic faith to all inhabitants. The new protestant religion was an efficient means of unification of the different ethnical groups. During the 17th Century a new tide of German protestant settlements occurred. When, in  1945, the allies decided on partition, not only geopolitical considerations but also the religion played a great role. In the south of East Prussia the Masurians and the Masovians who lived at the borders of Poland were to be “reintegrated” and “repolonized” with the help of the Polish Catholic Church which had the dream of a sort of “reconquista” (Martin 1999). But most former Masurian Prussian subjects were protestants and refused to convert and to be assimilated. The only exception in the matter of integration in Poland concerns the people of the south Ermland region who had always remained catholic in East Prussia. That is the reason why this population had no problem to be transferred to Poland after Second World War. The religion and the ideology were deciding elements. 

· By eliminating the old languages and imposing new names. In the Middle Ages the German invaders took the name of the Prussians and called themselves Prussians. The old Prussians who didn’t speak a German or a slavic language lost their Baltic tongue: the last people speaking old Prussian disapeared during the second half of the 17th century. They were Germanized or, in the south, made Polish. The German knights gave German names to inhabited places, rivers etc and even to people. In 1938 the nazi government changed the remaining old Prussian and Polish toponyms. In their turn, in 1946, the Russians russified all German names (Brodersen, 2008), beginning with the capital Königsberg, which was named Kaliningrad after the name of the President of the USSR Michail I. Kalinin, who died on the 3th June 1946 and had never visited the city (Brodersen, 2008). The Königberg territory was now called « Kaliningradskaja Oblast ». Other examples of russianized names: the sea-port Pillau/Baltiysk, Tilsit/Sovietsk, Heiligenbeil/Mamonovo, Friedland/Pravdinsk The same happened in Poland after 1947, as the German names were « polonized ». With the linguistic assimilation the populations lost the right to their identity. Only the Masurian minority defended themselves. They went on wearing German first names beside their surnames to identify themselves as Germans. An interesting parallel can be drawn in Europe with the experience of the Alsatians in France who added on purpose French christian names to their German surnames to signalize their option for France, after 1648 and the Westfaly Treatys.

- By transforming the architectural and cultural Landscape. The Teutonic order founded a lot of villages and cities. It methodicaly, systematically, built in each of them a castle and a church in the typical “Backstein-Gothic” style. Similar things happened during the Soviet time to transform the Prussian landscape. In 1968 Moscow began to invest some money for Kaliningrad. The transformation was important. For today’s visitor the impressions are strange in Kaliningrad. Old Prussian farms and houses, now inhabited by Russian families, are to be seen beside typical Soviet buildings, whereas the remains of the German time and the Soviet constructions are in sorry need of restauration. Old German churches have fallen into ruin or have been converted in factories (for example the church in Preußisch-Eylau/Bagrationovsk). In the last few years some new luxurious constructions were built in Kaliningrad and in the seaside resort Selenogradsk/ Cranz on the Curonian Spit. They have obviously been conceived for rich families coming from Moscow to spend their summer holidays, or for rich business Kaliningraders (dealing with the Mafia?). In Kaliningrad, on the central Place of the Victory, the huge orthodox St.-Mary Cathedral was erected. Its bright shining cupolas which surpass the German gothic cathedral in the eyes of the Russian population.

But Kaliningrad was never a part of the mainstream policy of communist Russia. It was mainly an ideological object whose function was to be an outpost of the system. For years the government in Moscow knew very little about it. In 1948, the Soviet Foreign Ministry (although the oblast was part of the Russian territory!) had to establish for the Central Comity a record of all facts about the oblast. After the fall of the Soviet Union, the crisis of the ironworking industries and the farming crisis (large pieces of land have not been ploughed, nor sown or planted since the end of the Kolkhozes, and food must be imported), the region has economically fallen off. It now lives on the limited gas production (it must import 31% from the needed energy), on the selling of amber and generally on traficking with neighbouring countries. In the last few years Kaliningrad seems to be a little better off. In 1994 the European commission adopted a resolution about cooperation with the oblast. The Russian government ratified the resolution only 1997, which shows that many Russian policy makers remain reluctant to cooperate. But with President Putin things changed positively and the Russian government now encourages economical growth and express the wish to make of Kalinigrad a “Hong Kong on the Baltic sea”.  The annual foreign investment inflow into Kaliningrad increases regularly. But it remains to the visitor a mostly desolate place which is - even for Russians - difficult to enter. The exclave has been compared with  a “Russian overland territory/département ‘d’Outre-terre russe’” on the Baltic sea (du Castel). How do the isolated populations feel about this situation?

III.  Ethnical and geopolitical insecurity

1. The overcoming of the exclave-syndrom and of the imperial authority. 

a. Identity

The identity question plays an important role in dealing with current problems and especially with the exclave-syndrome, i.e; the political, cultural and economical isolation, the necessity to cope with an unsecure future and with great difficulties. How do the populations coexist? On the one hand it is difficult to evaluate because of the ideological pressure if the ethnical differences between the 28 minorities and 110 ethnical groups still cause problems, like those attested between the ethnic Russians and the Russian Germans in Kaliningrad. (A lot of them, who had been expelled by Stalin in 1941 from the Volga Republic to Siberia and Kazastan, because he feared they would side with Germany in the war, came willingly to settle in the oblast because they had nowhere to go back before 1991). The cultural differences and the exclave-syndrome probably still hinder the establishment of a common identity. 

On the other hand this syndrome may favour the rise of a new regional identity for the Kalinigrad inhabitants who had to develop solidarity in such a difficult economic and political situation. What about their cultural feelings? The Soviet and Russian governments first tried to legitimize the oblast historically pretending it had been an utterly slavic territory before the time of the German colonization. There were artificial attempts to awaken the consciousness of historical roots by referring to Rurik, the founder of the Russian Empire in the 9th century, who is said to have been born on the Baltic border. These ideological falsifications of history seem to be accepted. The Russian nationalism is obviously quite strong. In the last few years, Russian historians started oral-history projects on the time of Russian settlement and the government also shows interest to promote the image of the German past of Königsberg.   With a common new identity the exclave-syndrome could be partially overcome, it could have a stabilizing effect, but the political problems remain because of the unclear relation to Moscow.

b. Mobility and autonomy as struggle against imperial authority

In a bad economic context, the mobility – a milder modern form of migration - is an important issue for the populations and for the local and central governments because it threatens the traditional imperial ruling. In Kaliningrad the black-market with Poland and Lithuania has given the signal for new expectations. Its importance can’t be ignored. It has been developing  since 1991, as the borders to the neighbour countries have been easier to pass.  Experts think that at least 43% of the Kaliningrader wealth is based on it. The control of the borders and the new possibilities of leaving the oblast definitively worries the government, because exile is a political issue which can be very dangerous for the system (Hardt/Negri, 2000: p. 267): “Désertion et exode sont de puissantes formes de lutte de classe contre la postmodernité impériale dans son contexte même”. We must remember that the end of the Soviet block had to do with mobility an the wish to be mobile: (“Dans la désertion de la ‘discipline’ socialiste, la mobilité sauvage et la migration de masse ont substantiellement contribué à la ruine du système” Hardt/Negri). The desire for mobility and migration must be seen as a warning message, as contest and struggle against Imperial authority. Combined with the issues of autonomy and independence it indicates imperial weakness. That’s why the control of the borders remain so important to secure the imperial system on the whole.

2. The geopolitical  insecurity issue

In East Prussia the issue of security is linked with the very important question of territorial continuity. From the beginning East Prussia lived separated from the Holy Empire. In the Middle Ages the territory was a sort of client-state (?) of the Reich, in the same way than the amici populi Romani in the Roman tradition. Those states played an important role in the security of the Empire. They did not have to be military compelled: the might of imperial Rome was so persuasive that no imperial forces had to be deployed in the territories belonging to imperial amici. This is all the moe true for Teutonic knights, as they were Germans and felt involved in the imperial affairs of the Reich. Therefore they defended the  local boundaries of the Holy Empire. When Poland was first divided, West Prussia was transferred to Frederic II and Brandenburg was joined to East Prussia which was relieved from its isolation. In 1918-1939, East Prussia was  it was separated again from the Reich by the corridor of Danzig. Hitler took this as an argument in 1939 to declare war against Poland. After World War II the partition and devolution to the Soviet Union reactualized the question of territorial continuity. But The Moscow government was able to control Kaliningrad during 45 years with the help of the Baltic Republics, till the independence of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania on september, 6, 1991. The Moscow policy makers now fear separatism, especially since the war with Chechnya.  

After the fall of the Soviet Union, Russian troops remained in the Oblast, because it would have cost more to bring the 200.000 soldiers home and to reinsert them in the economic life of Russia. But  the country is now being demilitarized, although about 15.000 soldiers are still stationed in Kaliningrad off the Polish and lituanian borders. As Richard J. Krickus writes :« Warsaw expressed concern about the concentration of Russian troops there and even after their number declined, the Poles continued to grouse about them in private ». The same can be said about Lithuanians, for whom the Kaliningrad question is a major concern of foreign policy. Much smaller than Poland, with only 4 million inhabitants, it is also more vulnerable but might claim that most of East Prussia belongs to Lithuania. Lithuanians and Poles have similar reasons to be concerned about their security.

The region Kaliningrad is bordered by potentially hostile countries who might wish to extend in the oblast. Noone can forget the strategic importance of the oblast  for the Russian Federation but also for the EU and for America. The visa-conflict with the EU for example lasted from 2001 to 2003. In november 2002  a compromise was implemented between Moscow and Brussel. Could the eastward move of the NATO Alliance jeopardize Russia’s security and affect the whole continent? The pledge of President George W. Bush to build a National Missile Defense system (NMD) with stations in Central Europe was a shock for Moscow. At the end of 2008 President Putin threatened to install nuclear rockets in Kaliningrad in order to dissuade President Obama from stationing new weapons in central Europe.  Kaliningrad is therefore a potential flash point of conflict with Russia (Krickus ;Wihtol de Wenden) The question is : could the oblast become the nuclear station of a postmodern imperialist Federation of Russia off the European boundaries ? European security might be at stake in the precarious region of Kaliningrad.

Conclusion 

The urge to control populations and borders remains a permanent imperial problem and has to be viewed through the prism of violence through the ages and consequently also in the context of postmodern Russian, American und also European imperialism. The rise and the eclipse of the German and Russian/Soviet Empires in East Prussia show that though the empires always claim to be dedicated to peace “la pratique de l’empire baigne continuellement dans le sang” (Hardt/Negri, 19-20). Empires refer to the jus ad bellum and can be defined as a 

pouvoir unitaire qui maintient la paix sociale et produit ses vérités éthiques. Et afin d’atteindre ces objectifs, le pouvoir unique est investi de la force nécessaire pour conduire, si nécessaire, des ‘guerres justes’: aux frontières, contre les Barbares, à l’intérieur, contre les séditieux (Hardt/Negri, 34).

Imperial policy is and has to be radical to establish itself and also to develop a force of imperial persuasion. The first colonization by the Germans was achieved by killing a large proportion of the Baltic population; the  partition of East Prussia after World War II, which was geopolitically meant to stabilize the region, provoked the extermination of hundreds of thousand of Prussian Germans, creating new problems and raising the questions of demography, economy and security. If Poland now no longer has important problems with the tiny Masurian minority, it looks different in Kaliningrad and it is doubtfull if the Russian policy in the oblast is likely to succeed. 

On the whole, the future of the Kaliningrad oblast and the future of the continent are unclear. They might be undissociable: one can infer that “la maîtrise de l’Europe est toujours en crise” (Hardt/Negri, 2009, 110), and we must remember that control, and specially control of populations, is a major concern of all imperial traditions. The different tides of migration show that imperial might and weakness are combined in this area. Could weak populations defeat the mighty Federation of Russia by further massive migrations? The European History has a lot of examples for this “ “partout où l’on ferma des espaces, les mouvements [de libération] passèrent à l’exode […]” (Hardt/Negri, 109). The behaviour and reactions of the populations are the major  issues in today’s global politics. 

What future can be imagined for the populations in Kaliningrad ? Is the Kaliningrad oblast a black hole or a gateway ? 3 possibilities can be envisaged: 

· First, the most unlikelyt German possibility. It is true that in Germany  and in the US Prussian refugees are willing to help the economy of their lost motherland: Landmannschaften, Heimatkreise, BDV (Bund Deutscher Vertriebenen), a lot of private foundations (for example Stiftung Königsberg /Marion Gräfin Dönhof-Initiativkreis Königsberg/ Bankier M.F.W. Christians- Hansekolleg/  Stiftungen Daimler-Benz and Bosch etc.) are very active. But some  have an ambivalent attitude, dreaming of re-Germanization, of coming back to their homeland etc.. The economic problems have led some Russian policy makers to mention the possibility of “selling” the oblast to the German Republic (Martin, 1999). In the present context this is totally out of the question because of Russian fears concerning separatism, because of conflicts with Lithuania and Poland, because of problems for the Europan balance of power, and last but not least because of Russian pride and nationalism . 

· The second prospect concerns the Federation of Russia. It could take advantage of the location of Kaliningrad to make it the economic outpost of a modernized Russian system, the hinge to the development of Russian trade with the EU. But in any case, it would have to get more liberal in a political and economical way. If it was relieved from the Russian postmodern imperialism and got more democratic, Kaliningrad could become an important crossroads between the Baltic states, Poland, Russia and the EU. It might overtake the heirloom of the Teutonic order and function as a new Baltic center linking West and East. 

· The last prospect is mostly European. On the long run, the proximity to the West could make a difference and former East Prussia could be a major area in the making of Europe. It could separate from the Federation of Russia, acquire  autonomy, become the fourth Baltic Republic or – more unlikely - be placed under European trusteeship (Martin, 1999). 

My personal impression is that the Federation of Russia is getting aware of the necessity of  doing something for the oblast and of the potentialities there. Will The Federation of Russia give itself the economic and political means to act in this direction? Will the problem of international security and the struggle with American policy stop weighing on Central Europe? As to the populations, they seem to be largely russified. Their problem is therefore more economic than cultural. If Kaliningrad does become a gateway and if the standard of living increases, the threat of massive migrations will be avoided and mobility can become a positive element for the development of the relationships with the neighbouring countries. Is it too optimistic to imgi,e that the age old culture of imperialism will make way for a system of relationship based on exchange and encounter rather than domination?
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