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XPpOHOJIOTHYECKHE paMKH HCCIEAOBaHMSA oxBaThBaroT rmepuonx 1991-1995 rr. Korma BepxoBHbIe
Cogetbl JlutoBckoii, DcrtoHckoit u JlatBuiickoir CCP mpussuin nekiapanydd O BOCCTAHOBJICHUH HUX
TOCYJapCTBEHHOIO CYBEpEHHTETa, AaXKe 3amagHble CTpaHbl, OONBLUIMHCTBO M3 KOTOPHIX HE TMPH3HAJIO
Brirouenust JIuteel, JlatBum u OcroHun B coctaB Coserckoro Corosa jietom 1940 r., He cremmid
HaJla)KUBaTh C HUMH O(QHUIMAIbHBIE KOHTAKTh. 1103TOMYy MMEHHO MoJjioca MEXAYHAPOJHOTO MPU3HAHUS
rocyaapcTB bantuu v ycTaHOBIEHHS C HUMH AUIJIOMAaTHYECKUX OTHOIIEHHMH B 20-X YMciax aBrycra
1991 r., 3HaMeHOBaBIIasg COOOW HAYaIO IIOJHOIEHHOTO OCYIIECTBICHHS JITHMH TpeMs CTpaHaMu
CYBEpEHHO! BHEIIHEH MOJMTHUKY, B3STa B Ka4E€CTBE HUKHEW XPOHOIIOTHYECKONW TPaHUIIBI HCCIIENOBAHNS.
B To e BpeMsl ¢ HEKOTOPOU JOJIeH YCIOBHOCTH 32 BEPXHIOK XPOHOJIOTMYECKYIO I'paHUIly ObLIa B3sTa
nonava JlaTteueit, Octonneit u JIuTBoit opuIMaNBHBIX 3a1BOK Ha BeTyIuieHHe B EC B okTs0pe — mexadpe
1995 .

Llens cTaThl — BBIABUTH M MPOCIEAWTH OCHOBHBIC TEHIACHUMH W JUHAMHUKY (HOpMHUpPOBaHUS
BHEIIHETIOIUTHYECKUX MpuoputeToB JIuTeel, JlatBuum u OctoHum B 1991-1995 rr., korma mocrne
BOCCTAHOBJICHHUSI HE3aBUCUMOCTH CKJIAIBIBAETCS MIOJIUTHYECKAs] CHCTEMA 3TUX CTPaH.

Matepuana u MeToabl. OCHOBHBIMM HCTOYHHUKAMU HCCIEAOBAaHUS MOCIYXWIN MaTepUalbl BEAYIINX
CMU rocynapctB bantum, a Takke HaydyHble MyOJMKAIMKM MO Pa3IUYHBIM MpoOJieMaM BHEIIHEH
nonuThKU Jluteel, JlatBun u OcToHMU. MeETOONOTHS Ke AaHHOW pabOTHI omHpaeTcs Ha COYETaHHE
METOJOB HCTOPHYECKOM HAYKH C OTAEIBHBIMH IMOIXOAAMHM TEOPHH MEXAYHApOAHBIX OTHOIICHHH W
BHEIIHETIOJINTHYECKOT0 aHaJIN3a.

PesyabTarel m ux odcy:xnenue. [lokasanpl nuHamuka oTtHomeHUH JIuTBel, JlaTBUM M OCTOHUU C
Poccueit, CILIA u eBponeHCKHMHU CTPYKTYpaMmH, a TakXe pPa3BUTHE TPEXCTOPOHHEIO COTPYJHHYECTBA
caMUX OTHX CTpaH M HX B3aUMOJeicTBHe ¢ cocenHUMH TrocynapctBamu CeBepHoit EBpombl B
paccMaTpUBaEMBIil IEPUOL.

3akmouenue. Ha ocHOBaHMM aHain3a BHEIIHENOJWTHYECKON MOBECTKH TrOCyAapcTB bantum aBTop
BBIJIETISIET [VIABHBIE BEKTOPHI X BHEIIHEHN MOJHUTUKH, K KOTOPBIM OTHOCUT POCCHHCKHN, €BPONEUCKHHA U
TpPaHCATIAHTUYECKHM, U JENaeT BBIBOJBI O MECTE KaKJIOT0 U3 HUX B MEPApPXWUU BHEUTHETIOIUTHYECKHX
NPUOPHUTETOB ATHX CTPaH B 0003HAYCHHBIN TIEPHO.
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The research chronological frames are the period of 1991-1995. When the Supreme Councils of the
Lithuanian, Latvian and Estonian SSRs adopted declarations on the restoration of their state sovereignty
even Western countries, most of which had not recognized the inclusion of Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia
into the USSR in the summer of 1940, were not in a hurry to establish official contacts with them. That is
why the strip of international recognition of Baltic States and the establishment of diplomatic relations
with them in the 20-s of August 1991, which symbolized the beginning of their sovereign foreign
policies, is taken as the lower research chronological borderline. Thus, somewhat arbitrary, the
submission by Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia of official applications for admission to EU in October —
December 1995 is considered to be the higher chronological borderline.

The purpose of this article is to reveal and trace the main trends and dynamics of the formation of
foreign policy priorities of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia in 1991-1995, when the political systems of
these states were formed after the restoration of their independence.



Material and methods. The main sources of the study were the materials of the leading Baltic States
media, as well as research publications on various foreign policy issues of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.
The research methodology is based on a combination of the methods of historical science with individual
approaches of the theory of international relations and foreign policy analysis.

Findings and their discussion. The article reflects the dynamics of relations of Lithuania, Latvia and
Estonia with Russia, the USA and European structures, as well as the development of trilateral
cooperation between these states and their interaction with neighboring states of Northern Europe during
the period under review.

Conclusions. Based on the analysis of the foreign policy agenda of the Baltic States, the article reveals
the main vectors of their foreign policy, which include Russian, European and Transatlantic; the author
draws conclusions about the place of each of them in the hierarchy of foreign policy priorities of these
states in the period under review.
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