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While intonations of anti-Americanism have been rising in Western European countries, responses towards this new popular ideology do not prove similar success in new post-Soviet democracies. Western penchant for anti-Americanism probably generated more opposite statements from post-totalitarian public intellectuals than one could have expected considering ostensibly common identity of the recently unified EU. Central and Eastern Europe’s allegiance to the USA-pursued calls in fighting global terrorism (Poland’s emergence as a leading US partner in attempt to rebuild Iraq) showed specific geopolitical priorities of the nations, which only fifteen or so years ago started recovering from the scars of totalitarian past.

Basic reasons for these attitudes are: strategic security considerations of Central and Eastern European countries; efforts of some former U.S.S.R. republics to overcome new revanchist authoritarian tendencies in Russia; concerns about still fragile civil societies and internal insecurity of Western-type democratic structures. Moreover, support for U.S. is not exclusive to intellectual authorities and former dissidents of the region, such as Bronislav Geremek and Adam Michnic of Poland or Vaclav Havel of Czech Republic. There are sufficient observations about the Central-Eastern European ‘special’ transatlantic relationships and strategic anti-anti-Americanism of the leaders of new European democracies. Less noticed, however, are factors of new positive political identity constructions with regard to post-Cold War challenges and new roles that intellectuals occupy in them.

In this presentation I aim to analyze some transatlantic images pursued by intellectuals of new post-Soviet democracies that are still heavily ground in Cold War political symbolism. I’ll show that reflections and interpretations of international events and especially, imaginative role of America in them are inextricable from political constitution of efficient group identity. By referring to discourses of contemporary nationalisms, one could understand how the continuity of old Cold War symbolism legitimizes certain historical meanings and political decisions during post-Cold War era. In this, one shouldn’t overlook the fact that, in opposition to ‘big powers’, small post-Soviet countries usually espouse their sense of identity not through dual oppositions but through a triadic relationship between indigenous, East-bound and West-bound cultural orientations. These orientations reveal not just imaginative identities of cultural elites but also construct much of vocabulary in political sphere which shows certain continuity in otherwise changing post-Cold War situation. 

