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Leadership:
- Paternalistic style
- Inter-institutional mistrust

- Lack ot open communication

From Quick Wins to Significant Losses:
Lithuania’s Response to the COVID-19 Pandemic and the
Management of the Crisis in 2020

Vilnius University Press, 2021



Current scope of the research:

- 2020-2022 (before Russian war on Ukraine)

- Two governments: mixed left-conservative government of Saulius Skvernelis;
liberal-conservative government of Ingrida Simonyté (since 11 December 2020)

- Roughly, two stages of pandemic governance: mobility control and mobilization
to vaccinate

- ~600 entries (data collected by PhD candidates Rasa Bortkeviciuté and Neringa
Mataityte)

- Speakers: President of Lithuanian Republic, ministers and vice-ministers (chiefly
— Prime-Minister, Minister of Health, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Minister of
Internal Affairs, Minister of Social Security and Work), representatives of Natinal
Public Health Center; representatives of Association of Lithuanian
Municipalities, and others.



Contingency, irony,
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How does discourse of solidarity enter Lithuanian discourse of pandemic
(im)mobility governance and leave 1t?

What kind of solidarity 1s presumed or constructed?

What if not solidarity?

For discussion on pandemic immobility see:
Peter Ady, Kevin Hannam, Mimi Sheller & David Tyfield, “Pandemic (Im)mobilities”, Mobilitzes, 2021, 16:1, 1-19.



4 theoretical context for solidarity:

I Solidarity and Morality: universality vs. exclusivity

I1 Solidarity and Society: emotional cohesion & mutual support

11 Solidarity and Liberation: just goal & utopian horizon

IV Solidarity and Welfare State: bureaucratic institutionalization vs. care

Kurt Bayertz, “Four Uses of ‘Solidarity”’, in: Kurt Bayertz (ed.), Solidarity, Springer-Science-Business Media, 1999, 3-28.



2020: solidarity, concord, unity (solidarumas, susitelfimas, bendrumas)

2021-2022 (before Russian war on Ukraine): solidarity (much less), consciousness,
responsibility (solidarumas, samoningumas, atsakomybé) =2 risk and income management

Preliminary dynamics of Lithuanian pandemic (im)mobility discourse: from
bureaucratic institutionalisation mixed with rhetoric of emotional cohesion to the
emphasis on mutual support through (self)discipline



